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INTRODUCTION TO THE NEW EDITION 



1. This is the English version of the tract entitled Tau Kio Murgi Mdrai, 
which was originally published in Punjabi in April 1995 and reprinted in January 
1998. The booklet was well received in India as well as abroad. The readers from 
abroad expressed a keen desire to get it translated in English and hence this 
English translation of the original Punjabi booklet. 

2. My attention was drawn to the book entitled Mas Mas kar Miirahb 
fbagrey by S. Gurbakhsh Singh Ji Kala Afghana. I have gone through it carefully 
and have not been able to find any new point in it. The old and often repeated 
vague arguments have been re-stated and almost all these points have already been 
explained at some length in this booklet. It would, however, be worthwhile to 
reiterate some of the salient points herein. 

3. One thing which is worthy of special mention about S. Gurbakhsh Singh 
Ji's book is that he has vented out his deeprooted prejudices and acrimony against 
Bhai Sahib Randhir Singh Ji. The reality is that whenever someone exhorts against 
meat-eating in the light of the Guru's teachings" those people who are addicted to 
its taste and cannot give it up, are very upset. In the heart of their hearts, they want 
full freedom, in this respect. Hence, even while interpreting relevant Gurbdni 
quotations concerning this issue, they would accept only that interpretation which 
does not stand in the way of their unfettered freedom to eat flesh. 

4. Bhai Sahib Randhir Singh Ji spent his whole life in an uninterrupted 
practice of the Holy Ndrn and Gurbdni. Gurbani was the mainstay of his life and 
he enjoyed the true Bliss and perfect understanding of the essence of the Gurbiini. 
Gurbani 
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had penetrated into each nerve and pore of his body. As such, he had no need to 
depend on any translator of Gurbiini to understand its true and underlying meaning 
as well as its essence. As a result of the imbibement of his very soul in the 
Gurbdni, he came to realize through intuition that to kill living birds and animals 
simply for the sake of eating their flesh is undoubtedly violence, torture and 
tyranny! Hence he took the courage to preach this truth among the Sikh masses 
fearlessly without any consideration as to whether any group of people appreciates 
or condemns this action on his part. 

5. If, as a result of his preaching the truth contained in the Gurbiini, 
numerous devotees, living in India as well a abroad, have been saved from 
becoming savage killers, the credit for this goes to Gurbiini and not to Bhai Sahib. 
He has simply done the admirable service to the community by fearlessly bringing 
to light the truth of what Gurbiini says. Apparently his service has already proved 
fruitful by the Grace of the Satguru. Hundreds of thousands of devout Sikhs have 
already been, and will continue to be inspired to escape this sin pointed out as 
below: 

WHtr are^ oo-rftr || (nytfl, uf^f^t:) 

Countless cut-throats commit homicide. 

If someone gets irritated on account of this and then lets loose his venom 
against Bhai Sahib, he shall not be able to cause any harm to the sanctified 
personality of Bhai Sahib. Has ever been the moon mucked by anyone's apitting at 
it ? Never! A lover and admirer of Gurbiini would always test the truth of his 
expositions on the touch-stone of Gurbdni. 

•6. Bhai Sahib was sentenced for life for the sake of Dharma. During his 
internment he faced boldly the worst of heart-rending tortures with full faith in the 
high ideals of Sikhism. Thus, he practically brought out explicitly that the true= 
bravery does not come from eating flesh to satiate the palate, by killing helpless 
innocent animals, rather it is an outcome of one's complete self- surrender to the 
Will of Satgurii and through His Grace. 
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THE CONTROVERSY 



The contention here does not pertain to the schism between the vegetarian 
and flesh foods. The real point of controversy is whether it is justified to kill the 
helpless animals merely to obtain their flesh for eating. In this respect the verdict 
of the Gurbiini is absolutely clear. If someone tries to twist the meaning of 
Gurbdni to suit his whims and preferences with the ulterior motive of creating 
justification for one's sinister acts of cruelty, one is free to do so. However, all such 
efforts to escape chastisement would be futile. 

Where is the confusion about the meaning of the Gurbiini line "countless 
cut-throats commit homicide"? It obviously means that anyone who commits 
cruelty by killing any living being for the gratification of his own yearnings and 
desires, falls into the category of criminals accused of cut-throttling. Bhai Sahib 
Bhai Gurdas Ji puts a direct question to those who indulge in cut-throating just to 
satisfy their own palate, as below: 

wr trfo urfe f^t § to fd<vd' ofe w || 

What will happen to those who eat meat obtained by cutting the throats of animals? 
WR tpfc TO ^fe t TO CdcVd' offf feft || 

(WT8f dlde'H tjf, l/t&t 1?) 

What fate will befall those who eat meat by cutting the throats of living animals? 
THE SIMPLE AND STRAIGHT-FORWARD QUESTION IS : 

rft»r mra" h tray orfo wm, wray okj<t ots wz\ || 

»RfH off Hf7^ offo TO, 5T o(U7J oTH 1 ^ || 

You kill animals just to satiate your palate and then you consider this as 'Dharma', 
a part of Khalsa Code of Conduct. Then, what would be Adharma', the Cardinal 
sin, according to you? If even after performing the despicable act of killing 
innocent living beings, you project yourself as a pious one (i.e. Sant Khalsa) then 
whom would you call a butcher? 
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% w# ow# ww ufe ywte || 

jys; «■ % ifiv IffO) 

If the attire one wears is considered polluted when it is tainted with drops of blood, 
then the persons who consume the blood of animals in the form of flesh, how can 
their mind remain pure? 

The above interpretation is strictly in accordance with the rules of Gurbiini 
grammar as well as in the context of the subject matter discussed therein. 
Contextually the meaning of the couplet can be explained as below; 

If the clothes are stained with blood, the clothes are polluted. 

If the mind is stained with blood, the mind becomes polluted. 

The word 'N^F 1 " (Mansa) in the above couplet is to be pronounced as , 'H T SH f 

without nasalization and NOT as 'hTZW (Mansan), According to Gurbdni 

grammar this word has been used here as simple (without preposition) Nominative 
case in plural form. 

The votaries for meat eating try to pronounce it as 'h'gH 1 ' (Mansan), and 

claim that it refers to the mankind in particular, meaning thereby that herein is a 
condemnation of those who exercise tyranny upon their fellow human beings. 

Even in that case, would somebody explain that if someone even pricks 
another human being, it is tantamount to sucking of his blood, then how the virtual 
cutting of the throats of other animals is not considered tyranny? What a 
discriminatory and curious approach! 

Cruelty is condemned as a sin in all cases, whether it is on innocent animals 
and birds or on human beings. It is a ghastlier sin to attempt at denying it or 
cleverly camouflaging it. 

The above questions are straight forward and need straight forward answers. 

Some people assert that the above couplet condemns only those who claim 
to sacrifice animals in the name of Allah; but eat the end-product, meat, to satiate 
their palate of the tongue, and thereby try to deceive God. 

This argument is absolutely untenable. Deception with 
Allah occurs as soon as a selfish person, instead of sacrificing 



8 



his own ego, targets an innocent and helpless animal for sacrifice to God. Sri Kabir 
Ji had seen this through his divine eye that the real purpose of the so-called 
sacrifice of the animals to God is not to please Him, but to gratify one's taste of the 
tongue. That is why he proclaimed: 

%w tft >wt y*m, H»rufe rfi»r Twt || 
»rf £ftr y*tt ?>ut era" off ^tf T-rt || 

One (who eats meat to satisfy his palate), keeps fasts in order to please Allah, but 
(under the influence of his yearning for meat) kills the innocent helpless animals! He 
keeps in view only his selfish motive (of getting and justifying meat as food) in the 
forefront and thus does not care for the feelings of pain and suffering endured by the 
innocent animals through his ruthless act of killing. Why is the man (who is th 
supreme creation 'of God) pettifogging? 
The meat relishers may better have a peep into their conscience and see for 
themselves whether they are pettifogging or not when they claim that through 
eating of meat they are not committing any homicide. They go to the extent of 
glossing over their sin by trying to justify this action by creating a farcical 
distinction between Jhatka and Halal. Are they not committing the sin of 
deceiving their own conscience as well as commingling the tenets of the Gurmat 
with falsehood? 

LUDICROUS ROW OVER JHATKA OR HAW 

To ward off the blame of homicide, the supporters of meat-eating have 
raised gimmick of jbatha or balal. If one looks into this so-called distinction 
dispassionately and with discerning insight, the reality comes out that the real point 
of contention is not the process how the animal is killed but whether any such 
killing amounts to homicide or not. 

If some clever Muslim kills the living beings to .obtain meat for the 
gratification of his palate and calls it Halal i.e. sacred, and any Sikh calls such a 
product as Mahan Prasad i.e. the most sacred food, it is all a sham, a clear fraud. 
In fact, in this way he is not only deceiving himslef but also is confusing the 
masses. Their perverted use of the sacred words in such cases 
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is nothing but blasphemy. According to the Divine Message conveyed through 
Gurbdni, such pharisees will definitely have to account for their sinful acts in the 
True Court. Let them just ponder over what will happen to them: 

srafa rft»r tj H^ftr % srfo, o?u§ uftr tj tjw& \\ 

E^Hf E^t tlH oPfe t, ufeUF off?) U^W || <\tt || 

"Kabir, they who destroy life by force and deem it as Haldl (sacrificed in the 
name of Allah); what will be their fate when God takes account of their deeds in 
His Office?" 

Gurbani clearly specifies that one cannot convert Haram (food obtained 
through unholy means) into Haldl (sacred food) whatever clever means one may 
adopt. If someone tries to cover up one's malicious acts (Hariim) by reciting the 
holy hymns while performing them, it amounts to only a fraud and 
cannot change the evil into good: 

TO) vrfTJ U^K Hftl, itfe ?> wfz || P || 0 || 

(WWW?, % V7V 19V 

"If someone seasons one's sinful product with any kind of condiments, it does not 
become pure or sacred." 
Guru Nanak Dev Ji has also explained the factual meaning of the 
contentious words of Kuttbii and Halal etc., to a Sheikh who relished animal food 
very much, as below: 

m oft oPHt Hf || W33 feH oft WJ^ || 

TWi ^tTFt W?5 || UTJ oft Hot f%fe HVFfe || 

feH fiff Ut % || % fooTH 1 %tf || 

Ufe UWtf mt UfoT FFfe || (W>oT efo tdWd H>rfe || 3 || ^ || 

(W u r m^f h: % ifcr tfu£) 

"If Truth be the knife and Truth its steel, then its make is of infinite glory. And if it is sharpened 
on the whetstone of the Divine Word. And kept safe in the sheath of the Divine Virtue. Then if 
the Sheikh is 'killed' with this knife, all his blood of Greed will be spilt. And in this way he will 
become Halal (Pure) and will meet the Lord God. And thus, will witness the bliss of God's 
Vision at His Gate." 

The above hymn gives a clear rebuff and brings to light 
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the reality to those responsible for creating this dispute of Jhatka and Haldl. 

Thus, it is apparent that instead of creating a fraud of fbatlea and Haldl just 
for the sake of satisfying his palate, one must be prepared to sacrifice one's self i.e. 
ego for the sake of the Truth, get rid of sensuality and greed, and in this way would 
certainly become Halal (sacred) himself. 

MEAT AND OTHER FOODS 

Meat-eaters further argue that even those who are strict vegetarians, commit 
homicide while eating grains etc., because all these foods also contain live 
organisms. This argument also is rendered absolutely baseless and off the mark 
when analysed in the framework of Gurbdni's guidelines. 

Sikhism is a way of life which enjoins neither total attachment nor total 
detachment. It believes in a life of equipoise i.e. internal detachment in an 
environment of attachment. Food has been provided by the Creator/Sustainer and it 
must be eaten for the sustenance of life. However, it is to be eaten to sustain life 
and not merely to satisfy one's palate. One has to take food to enable one's body to 
do Ndm-Simran and bring one's life to fruition. Verdict of Gurbiini favours such 
use of food: 

nrfe § ufe wfe || wftw wfc || 

From the Primal Lord wells up the corn etc .• 

With the energy generated by foodgrains in the body, can the recitation of the 
Niim be possible. 

One who eats food-stuffs (i.e. grains etc.) cannot be considered a killer at all, 
just as a married family man remains a religious person in spite of bonafide sexual 
indulgence with his wife in exercise of the creative energy bestowed upon him by 
the Creator for continuity of human generation. That is why married way of life 
has been classed as topmost among other ways of life. On the other hand, if an 
unscrupulous man takes recourse to adultery, and yet claims parity with a married 
man, his claim is farcical and sheer non-sense. The difference between a meat-eater 
and grain-eater is the same as between a religiously married man and a profligate 
person. 
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Similarly, while a Sikh combs his hair, it doubtlessly results\ in the removal of 
some broken or dead hair, but despite all this he is not considered an apostate but is 
considered a devotee who strictly follows life in accordance with the Gursikh Code 
of Conduct. As against this, one who cuts his hair just to follow the general 
fashions prevalent amongst others, becomes immediately an 'Apostate'. Literally 
speaking fall of hair is there in both the processes but the underlying intention is 
definitely different. In the former case, the intention is to respect the Keshas and in 
the latter it is a disgrace to them. Likewise is subtle difference between meat-eaters 
and non-meat-eaters. 

The following couplet from Gurbiini brings forth this difference even more 
clearly, by stressing the need of eating food-grains etc., and at the same time, 
questioning the eating of animal flesh by humans: 
orafa tff tfW tfttf^t w >>fte W?> || 

U^ 1 tzt ore?) UW of^rf off?) || || 

"Kabir, sublime is the food, rice and pulse mixed with delicious salt. 

Instead, who would like to have his throat cut (in future life) by eating flesh-food 

obtained by hunting the animals?" 
Thus, the conclusion derived from the above couplet of Gurbiini, is explicitly 
clear. One mayor may not accept it. Amazingly, when the meat relishers are not 
able to find any justification in their favour from Gurbiini, they put forward other 
questionable and vague arguments to achieve their objectives. They say that all 
these quotations from the Gurbiini which condemn eating of meat, are authored by 
Bhagat Kabir Ji only. In their zeal, they forget that the entire Gurbiit,li enshrined 
in Sri Guru Granth Sahib has the status of, regardless of its authorship, the 
GURU. It either emanated from the Gurus themselves or from the Bhagats, Bhatts 
and other devotees of God who had reached the highest state of God-realisation, 
and their works have gained approbation of Guru Sahib who then incorporated the 
same in Sri Guru Granth Sahib. Thus, it is imperative for every Sikh to accept the 
whole Bani contained in Sri Guru Granth Sahib as the Whole Truth and nothing 
but the Truth. 
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mwfs wv\ Hury^tr tw£, H^t hutw hu^ || 
arayftr ufe h oft w »ry i^st || 

"Great men speak in some context but their wisdom is applicable to the whole 
world. 

It, therefore, behooves a genuine devotee of the Guru to respect all the divine 
Sayings of Great men and thus attains self-realization." 
MEAT; A 'SUPERIOR' FOOD! 

The meat-eaters persistently make the assertion that there is no restriction on 
any type of eatables in Sikhism. It is a white lie. Are tobacco, opium, liquor not 
prohibited in Sikhism? Gurbdni explicitly condemns and prohibits their 
consumption. It is a different matter if anyone calls liquor as (UtT-ddol) 'Admixture 

of Five Valuable elements' and names opium as (TTtf fcv-i'rt) 'the treasure of 

happiness', and then goes on consuming the same incessantly. Similar is the 
position in the case of meat eating. Gurbani clearly proclaims: 
dTHfo TW UTfo H H trftT || 

*333 ?JH oft£ § H# dH'dftt wfu || P33 || 

"Kabir those who partake of hemp (an intoxicant herb), fish and liquor, 
With utter disregard to whatever pilgrimages, fastings and other religious rites 
they may perform, they all go to hell." 
Thus, if, in spite of such condemnatory commandments contained in the Gurbiini, 
people continue to give the perverted name of Mahan Prasad i.e. most sacred 
food, to above referred condemned food, they are not only going against the edicts 
of Gurbani but are also committing a deception by giving this name (Mahan 
Prasad) to a thing which has been referred to in Gurban: as Carcass (oMUT fey") 

etc. If a commoner calls meat Mahan Prasad then we can only pity him. But, 
when the leaders, and the Sikh missionaries do so, then we .can only lament over 
their intelligence and wisdom. 

Playing trickery with the real meaning of the Gurbdni meat-eaters further 
argue that the above couplet simply 
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prohibits the consumption of hemp, fish etc., for those addicted to liquor. Even if 
we accept their interpretation, it is not clear that how things that are prohibited for 
liquor-addicts, can be allowed for a devout Khalsa? 

AN IMPROBABLE, IRRELEVANT IMAGINATION 

The meat-eaters have discovered an ultramodern theory in this context 
which surpasses all scientific researches of the 20th century. They claim: 

"Man has a unique power which does not exist in other forms of 
creation. This is the power of mind. Birds and other animals are not 
blessed with such marvelously equipped mind. The feelings of 
happiness or agony are felt only by the mind; the body only perceives 
such as pleasure or pain. Devoid of mind, birds and animals do not 
have any sense of pleasure or agony. Thus how can they worry when 
they have no mind which only is capable of such feelings?" 

The dictionary meaning of the word 'Mind' is "the organ of the body which 
has the Sense of Notion as well as of Option;" that which feels, desires and has the 
power to make a choice to fulfil the desires. Mind also controls all other organs 
connected with the attainment of knowledge as well as with body actions; and thus 
has enormous powers. The soul in the body is, of course, not affected by senses of 
pain and pleasure. However, such feelings do affect the mind. Mind exists in all 
types of life including birds and animals, etc. As a result, all living beings i.e. 
humans, birds and animals etc., have the sense of feelings connected with agony or 
pleasure. The feelings of love and hate do exist in birds and animals just as these 
exist in humans. This reality can be observed by anyone in the daily life. 

Just hit a dog with a stick, and he will cry out of pain. Now just fondle him 
and he will be pleased and will express his pleasure and gratitude by licking your 
feet. 

Therefore, this peculiar reasoning that animals and birds do not have a mind, 
which only feels pain and pleasure, is sheerly a high-handedness of the meat- 
eaters. This is just the 
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abuse of judicious faculty of the head of the entire creation- The Man. 

Man is superior to the rest of the creation simply because of his superior 
wisdom. Even birds and animals have wisdom but their wisdom is very much 
limited as compared to that of of man. Man certainly misuses his this blessing of 
wisdom when he tries to exterminate other species of life just to satisfy his ego or 
palate of the tongue, and furthermore when tries to cover such sinful acts by vague 
and frivolous reasoning's. It is clear that he has no solid and sustainable 
justification for his actions and is just trying to beat about the bush. 

In the end, I think it proper to reiterate that the central point in this whole 
discussion is not the technical distinction between these two types of food based on 
their ingredients. The moot point is whether it is justified to take life just to satisfy 
one's palate of the tongue. It can safely be asserted that Gurbiini permits man to eat 
natural food for his sustenance to be able to meditate upon the holy Ndm. It 
certainly prohibits eating of meat, which is obtained by killing living beings just 
for satisfying the taste of tongue. 

Amritsar JOGINDER SINGH TALWARA 

August 15, 1997. 
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IF YOU PERCEIVE GOD ABIDES IN ALL BEINGS, 

THEN WHY KILL A CHICKEN? 



LIQUOR AND MEAT-THE PROVERBIAL VICES 

From times immemorial, liquor and meat have been considered as the 
proverbial vices, which have been instrumental in bringing destruction to 
numerous families and downfall of nations and empires. In spite of that, clever 
people addicted to these vices have even tried to justify their consumption and 
for this purpose, they have not refrained from distorting the meanings of Gurbdni. 
For this reason, it appears imperative to consider this matter in the light of 
Gurbdni, in order to bring to light the truth. 

WIDE CONSUMPTION OF LIQUOR AND MEAT AMONG THE 
SIKHS-WHOSE FAULT? 

It is very strange that the Sikh community, for whom the highest moral 
standards have been set by the Gurus, sizeable number out of it has not been able 
to escape these vices. This has resulted in the downfall of Sikh Society socially and 
morally. The eminent leaders of the community have tried to put the blame of this 
state of the community on the so-called illiteracy and lack of education in the 
masses in general, especially in the remote areas. To some extent it may be true. 
However, the one greatest reason is that the majority of the religious preachers and 
other important people engaged in the propagation of the Sikh faith, are themselves 
victim to these vices. Hence they started propagating openly that these are not 
prohibited in the Sikh religion. Some seemingly virtuous people have even gone 
to the extent of making offerings of meat and hemp before Guru Sahib and praying 
for acceptance of the same and then 
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distributing it as Prasad or the Blessed food. If someone doubts the authenticity of 
this statement, one may go even now and witness this practice on the occasion of 
Hold Moballa at Hazoor Sahib in Nanded, and Sri Anandpur Sahib. It is being 
done openly. Some people have even gone to the extent of declaring that one who 
does not eat Mahan Prasad (i.e. meat) is not a Sikh. It is a sheer perversity to give 
such a revered name of Mahan Prasad (i.e. most auspicious food) to this 
blasphemous, abhorred and filthy material. As against this, in the Sikh tradition 
as well as in the old Sikh literature, the word Mahan Prasad has been used to 
denote the most sacred and sanctified food i.e, Kariib Prasad: 
£of fHH^ 1 ?) W?> W^3 HU T -UH T fe, 

£of pifOT t fatf?) yw^fl || 

In the congregation of the Gursikhs, some devotees bring sweet eatables, some 
bring Mahan Prasad (most sacred food i.e. Kariib Prasad) and some invite 
Gursikhs to celebrate Gurpurbs. 
W fixJH f?> TO feoET 

ife fK75t UcJFH ft || 

-s I I 

dldtf'H tft, offe <P8) 

Sugar, ghee, flour, water and fire, when all combined, the resultant product 
becomes KA1, ? AH PRASAD i.e. food comprising 
of five blissful ingredients. 

§3" HZ" vx&fz ?>fo 2M 1 Hew 1 1| 
wfe hu 7 iraw ^fe wfewr || 

(^t dldtJ'H tft, ^ PO, yf^t =lO) 

They bring new earthen pots filled with water (for free service of drinking water). 
(They also) bring MAliA PRASAD (i.e. KAJ.7AH PRASAD) for serving (in the 
Sangat), 

Just like mis-nomer of Karab Prasad, some hemp-loving people have given the 
mis-nomer of Sukh Nidbiin (Treasure of happiness) to hemp and liquor has been 
given the misnomer of Panj Ratni (i.e. admixture of five precious elements) 
meaning most precious drink. In this way they are followingthe practice of Viim 
Margis (Viim Miirg is a so-called religious 
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cult of the Hindus wherein meat and liquor are considered as auspicious foods and 
unrestricted sex has religious sanction). However, such repugnant practices have 
no place in the Khalsa Way of Life. By giving a virtuous and attractive name to a 
despicable thing, its vicious nature cannot be altered. Those who resort to 
contemptible practices not only hoodwink others but also befool themselves in 
doing so because their explanations are based on absolutely false notions which 
like wall of sand are sure to collapse: 

7) Ifift ?> Hf ur^w || 

(^t dldtl'd tft, ^ 38, Uf^t 3^) 

Falsehood cannot equal the truth by any means. 
Even if the falsehood is concealed under beautiful cover, 
it cannot remain hidden. Falsehood ultimately fades away. 
3f 7) ifift ?> Hf ur^tf || 

Falsehood shall ultimately fade away, (Nanak) while truth remains ever-green. 
Thus the gist of the whole discussion is that by attributing the sole 
responsibility of the wide-spread use of liquor and meat amongst the Sikhs at large 
to illiteracy among majority of Sikh masses, we are side-tracking the main issue. It 
is definitely the Sikh religious leadership who is responsible for this state of affairs 
because majority of them being addicted to these vices, are propagating the same 
deliberately. 

GENERAL ARGUMENTS IN SUPPORT OF MEAT-EATING. 

Those who support the religiosity of meat-eating in Sikhism generally offer 
the following arguments : 

(1) In Sikhism there is no restriction on eating any food. To eat or not to eat 
meat, depends on one's own personal preference and taste. According to 
Gurmat, the only criterion for selection of food to eat, is that the food chosen 
should not cause disease to body and. not result in pollution of the mind. In 
support of this reasoning they 
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cite the following quotation from Gurbani by changing the actual wording to suit 
their interpretation: 

WW W tfW WTt Wf || 

Note: Instead of Sa j^(5) in the first line, the word actually used in Gurbiini is hore 
<%)• 

(2) In Sikhism the only restriction is on eating meat obtained by killing the 
animal in Kosher fashion i.e. the Muslim method of killing the animal while 
reciting KALMA (the Muslim holy formula). As against this, there is 
permission in Sikhism to eat meat obtained by killing the animal by Jhatka 
i.e. with one stroke while reciting 'Sat Sri Akal' (the Sikh holy formula). 

(3) In old Sikh literature there is no mention of any restriction on eating meat. 
Rather meat has been mentioned therein as one of the foods prepared in the 
Langarm times of the Gurus themselves. 

(4) If killing of the chicken, goat, partridge, quail etc., is considered as 
slaughter of living beings, then the other most common eatables like wheat, 
beans, milk, water etc., also contain living organisms. Therefore, those who 
eat these foods, cannot, escape this blame too. 

(5) Those who do not eat meat,' become cowards or chickenhearted. 

(6) Meat is a very nourishing food that makes one healthy and robust. 
Let us, now, examine each of the above-mentioned 

reasoning's in the light of Gurbiini. 

RE: ARGUMENT NO. 1 

The meat-eaters of the Sikh community generally assert that there is no 
restriction on any kind of eatables in Sikhism. To eat or not to eat meat, is left to 
the discretion, choice or taste of each individual. This assertion is absolutely 
baseless. According to the Sikh Way of Life, only those types of food are 
permitted, by eating which both, body and mind become healthy and fully 
developed which would help in enhancing 
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their capacity to do sewii (service) and Simran (meditation). 

All the foods and stuff, whose use makes the body and mind weak and 
lethargic, e.g. tobacco, poppy, hemp, opium, liquor etc., or which are obtained by 
torturing and killing other living creatures and makes both the body and mind cruel 
as well as perverse, are clearly prohibited according to Gurbani . 

orate T-Fifwt h?t u 7 ?^ trftr || 

*333 ?JH oft£ §■ H# dH'dftt W?U || 333 || 

(HfioT orate tft, ^PP) 

All those who eat fish and drink hemp or wine, will go to hell with utter 
disregard of whatever pilgrimages, fastings and other religious rites they 
may perform. 

orate tra tfw tfte^t ft Hftr »fte % || 

U^ 1 tzt W of^rf off?) || ^tltl || 

(h£ot orate nt, wa) 

Sublime is the simple food; rice and pulse mixed with delicious salt. Who would have his 

throat cut hereafter, for meals obtained by hunting the animals? 

It is, thus, clear that the consumption of hemp, fish and liquor etc., negates 
even the good deeds done by a person and degrades him mentally into a state of 
wretchedness. At the same time it has been made clear that eating simple ordinary 
food for subsistence and maintenance of the body, enhances one's energy or 
inclination for 'Ndm-Simran as well as keeps the body healthy. When such ideal 
foods are available in plenty, why would one commit cruelty by killing other living 
beings for food? 

Hence, in the light of 'Gurbani', there remains absolutely no doubt, and there 
can be no two opinions about the prohibition of foods obtained by killing other 
animals. Gurbani has also clearly decreed that even eating simple and ordinary 
food obtained through falsehood, deceit, subterfuge, deception and through 
wrongful possession is equivalent to eating a corpse. Guru or Pir will only help if 
one refrains from such foods obtained through wrongful means which are as bad as 
carcass. 

3f tfe tpfe || (www?, h: % ifiv <wo) 

By uttering falsehood man eats carrion. 
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UTf Utf cTT-F 3 1 3t H^g ?> trfe || 

(www?, h: % ifiv 

(Nanak) another's right is swine for him (i.e. the Muslim) and cow for him 
(i.e. the Hindu). The spiritual guide/prophet shall stand surety only if one 
does not eat carrion. 

The acts of falsehood and wrongful possessions, have been regarded equivalent to 
eating of a carrion. Thus doubtlessly the food obtained from dead bodies is 
definitely condemned and prohibited. Whether the animal slaughtered is a pig or a 
cow; whether the beast is killed while reciting Kalmii or Sat Sri Akal, with a knife 
or Kirpan, in a slow process (Hata/) or with a single stroke Ohatkii) it becomes a 
corpse (i.e. Murddr) after it is devoid of life. When taking possession of things 
belonging to others by force or unjust means, is considered equivalent to eating of 
a dead body, if falsehood has been equated with eating of a carrion, then how can 
meat actually obtained from the dead bodies, be considered permissible to be 
eaten? How can the eater of such a food expect to get the blessings of the Guru or 
Pir especially when one is openly and brazenly not only himself acting against 
unequivocal fiat of the Guru but also is propagating his erroneous way of thinking 
amongst others on the pretext of Gurmat ? Such a person is guilty of bringing bad 
name to the faith he is following. 

Such persons who eat meat obtained by killing innocent animals, have been 
referred to as evil spirits or demons or witches in the Gurbiini : 
ffcr?) ffe 1 ?) U^K dHd'fSl 3Wfe || 

(f37WH: u, ifcrjjs) 

Like ghosts, man kills the beasts and eats carrion-the forbidden eat. 
Even the works of Bhai Gurdas ji which are considered the key to the Gurbani, 
also dearly forbids meat eating: 

# offo fq^t yB^, fej lft»fTO oTH 7) tTUF || 

If Piitnd received deliverance (there was mystical reason for it but her profession) 
poisoning others was not good. Similarly, if the butcher (Sadhna) received redemption 
(it was due to mystical reason, however, his profession was not 
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good). As such one should not have any misconception with regard to 
killing of living beings. 

[According to Bbagtoat Purdn, Piitnd tried to kill the newly born Lord 
Krishna by smearing poison on her suckling nipples, but the baby Krishna 
gave a bite on her breast whereby the poison penetrated into her blood 
and proved fatal for her. It is believed she got salvation thereby. Similarly 
Sadhna was a butcher by profession. He became a true devotee of God by 
virtue of which he got salvation. His verses are also included in Sri Guru 
Granth Sahib.] 

That is why Guru Nanak Dev Ji refused to eat the dainty dishes offered by 
Malik Bhago because he considered the food obtained through falsehood, coercion 
and injustice as equivalent to corpse (Ijdti'd). Thus, he brought out the truth before 

the people, that use of violence to snatch other people's wealth unjustly is 
condemnable, and the wealth obtained through cruelty and oppression is sinful. 
Therefore, the food prepared out of the wealth obtained through evil-ways is, in 
reality, nothing but the blood of the poor, though outwardly it may look tempting 
and tasty. 

If, according to Guru Sahib, the wealth obtained through swindling and 
cheating is equivalent to blood of the poor, then how can meat which is directly 
obtained by slaughtering the living beings, be called Mabii Prasad=sue most 
sacred food? Thus, it is clear that such a hallowed name has been given to dead 
body (meat) through the sinister intentions and deceitful conspiracy of people fond 
of eating meat. 

Take the example of two birds, Swan and a Crane: 

From their spotless white outlook, they both look alike. 
Their white and sobering color have the same virtuous influence on others' minds. 
However in Gurbdni, one of them has been praised while the other condemned, 
simply because of the type of food they eat. 

Swan is considered good or superior. 

Why? 

Because Swan's food is ideal: 
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In the lake are jewels and pearls and these are the feed for the Swans. 
Crane is considered a degenerate or of low-caste. 
Why? 

Because Crane's food is abhorrent: 

wm* otw ?>ta oft Harfe wfz ot fetf yftr wz\w || 

The Crane falls in the category of filthy bird crow as he (Crane) feeds 
himself on a filthy corpse. 
Thus in Gurbiini, the Crane has been considered as abhorrent because it eats 
filthy carcass. One fails to understand how has this filthy carcass become the 'most 
sacred' (Maha Prasad) food for the Sikhs? How can one claim to be a true Sikh of 
the Guru even after eating such a condemned and abhorrent carcass or meat? 

Can any mother allow her child to eat poison? And none can even think that 
the True Guru who is the Spiritual Father and Mother of the whole mankind, can 
ever allow or give freedom to his children to eat such a filthy carcass. It can never 
be so. So, when we, who call ourselves the Sikhs of the Guru Sahib, have started 
eating this filthy carcass by giving it the hallowed name of Mabi; Prasad, then the 
following couplet of Bhagat Kabirji will hit us with all its force just as a mother 
slaps her child to teach him a lesson: 

orafa WW Hfddld fw oft Hf fw HfZT foT || 

>>fd £bT <5 B3PSt faf WH WW&W fbT || || 

'Kabir' what can the True Guru do if his disciples adopt wrongful means? Not even one 
word of the Guru is imbibed by their disillusioned mind just as the hollowed bamboo 
cannot retain the wind blown into it. 
The supporters of meat-eating argue that in Sikhism there is no restriction on 

the use of any kind of eatables. In this respect they quote the following couplet 

from Gurbdni by distorting it to suit their interpretation: 

ww w tfw w || 

Note: In the first line of this couplet, the word " " is 
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generally replaced by the meat eaters with the word "W" for obvious reason. 

The above reference from the Gurbiini, in the context of meat-eating, is absolutely 
inappropriate. To clearly bring to light, the truth, it is essential to go through the whole hymn 
containing the above lines. The whole Shabad is as below: 
Hfe fnB Hfc9?r gfo* ffh^ || 

kf? 33Ht Hftf W5& >TO (TO ofi£ || 

g3fcr wffre ?vefo oftfe || h || 

TO tfW Wft || 

frB tft 3?? ifl^tf m Hftl SWftl fooTO || =1 || ^Ff || 
33 T H?> ^ FPM H3 E 1 ?? || 

?>twt fwut srer srast yftra^ £fo fq»r?? || 

of>ra% H3tf W m $W5 3^ (VH || ? || 

ww 0?^ g»rf || 

frl3 3?? Ut^?T HcT Hfe ewfo fcore || || ^TPf || 

iiirwHfe^TCM^ || 

33oJH 3k oTH 1 ^ FRT 9dli3td ET3 || 

w SfF ufe frrf iraBT? sray 3^ M fpfe || 3 || 
to g»Ff || 

fr[3 S"fe>tf 3^ U&frtf HcT HfU" esftl flora || ^ || ^Ff || 

m hot wft ??h oft ?^fg M iraif II 

UoJH HSt 3g ^¥Ht OT »H4f HU3 »RRr || 

(V?5oT Fra 7 yrfeFRi yfk ?> ok ylti'd || 0 || 
ww ot hG«' wft || 

fr(3 H3 35 lM>?T HcT Hfe SWfb" fcoOT || H || 3tr§ \ \ 8 || P || 

To believe in God's name is all the sweet relish. To hear it, 

is saltish. To utter it with the mouth is sweet savory. 
And to sing the God's name I have my spices. 
The love of the Unique Lord is the thirty-six sorts of flavor nectars. 
This is the way of those on whom He casts His gracious 
glance.(l) 

0' Brother! ruinous is the happiness of the other dainty foods, 

by eating which the body writhes in pain and the mind is 
filled with evil. (Pause) 

Mind being imbued with the Lord's love is the red dress; 
verity and charity, the white garments. 
To erase blackness of sin is to wear blue clothes, and to 
meditate on Lord's Feet is my robe of honor. 
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Contentment is my waistband. And Thy Name (0 Lord) my wealth and youth.Cz) 
0 Brother! the happiness of other raiment's is ruinous; by wearing which the body 

writhes in pain and the mind is filled with evil. (Pause) 
To know Thy way (0' Lord) is the horse saddle and gold crupper for me. 
To run after virtues is quiver, arrow, bow, spear and sword belt for me. 
To be honorably distinguished are my bands and lances. 
Thy favor is caste (Lineage), the glee of other rides is ruinous. (3) 
o Brother! the glee of other rides is ruinous. Such rides, make the body writhe in 

Spain and fill the mind with evil. (Pause) 
The Bliss of the Name is as house and mansion for me. Thy favoring glance is as 

family for me. 

For me, only that is the command which pleases Thee. To say more about You is 
beyond my reach. 

Nanak says: The True Lord takes decision without any other counsel. (4) 
0' Brother! the pleasure of other sleep (i.e. rest or relaxation) is pernicious. By 
such sleeps, the body writhes in pain and 
the mind is filled with evil. (Pause) 
It has been observed that during general discussion, in order to support their 
view-point, meat-eating brothers use the word 'SAA'instead of 'HaRE' in the first 
line of the First Pause. 

The above hymn has four stanzas each being followed by a Pause'. In all the 
four cases the 1st line of the Pause contains the word Hare (and not SAA)meaning 
OTHER and this word has its own special significance. 

In the first stanza, mention has been made of the ideal spiritual food 
(NAAM) for the attainment of the state of permanent Spiritual Bliss of mind. The 
couplet of Pause clearly gives a warning that, in comparison with the spiritual 
food, outlined in it, all other foods devoid of NAAMare of no avail towards the 
achievement of this goal of Spiritual Bliss and in fact they lead to the destruction 
of true happiness and bliss. 

Similarly, in the other three stanzas, mention has been made of the 
imperativeness of spiritual garments, spiritual rides and spiritual sleep (meditation) 
etc. At the end of each stanza 
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the couplet given as PAUSEclearly re-asserts the ineffectiveness of the worldly 
material garments, rides etc., towards the achievement of the Spiritual Bliss. 

It is thus clear from the above brief explanation of this hymn that herein 
Guru Sahib has only compared the temporary pleasures of the body obtained 
through the foods, garments etc., with the everlasting Spiritual Bliss achieved 
through Nam-Simran. According to Guru Sahib's divine insight, anything 
devoid of THOU, is all false. In the tenth stanza of Asa di Var 
this point has been further explained: 
c?f ww iraw ff m HHf || 

W3\ SET §H£d'd || 
ff Hte ff §IF ff O^Ad'd || 

oTfw cjlf|[ ff |U »RTf || 
3? >fl»F ^ yfU W || 
fft ft ?kT H3F f%Hfo»F ddd'd || 
fofH c^fe ofj# Flf tTCT tJM&d'd || 

ftw §f HrfVf ff #^Uf || 
(TOET w£ ^S3t 3g ft ff || ^ || 

False is the king, false the subjects and false is the entire world. 

False is the mansion, false the house and false is the dweller. 

False is gold, false is silver and false is the wearer. 

False is the body, false is the clothing and false is pear less beauty. 

False is husband, false is wife, who languish and become miserable. 

False is one's love with the 'falsehood' whereby one forgets the Creator. 

With -horn may one contract friendship, the whole world is mortal. 

False is all that is sweet and false is honey. 

Falsehood has been instrumental in the destruction of 

innumerable persons. 

Nanak makes a prayer, except Thee, 0' my Master, 
Everything is false and completely false. 

Hence the end-result of the whole explanation given 
above is that Guru Sahib exhorts us that, instead of engrossing 
ourselves in the material pleasures of senses, we should try to 
enjoy the everlasting Bliss by immersing ourselves in the Nam. 



This will lead to a happier and more peaceful life even in this world. It is thus not 
understood how this hymn can be put forth in support of meat-eating whereas 
Gurbdni unambiguously declares meat as filthy carcass. The above discussion 
makes it amply clear that meat-eating has been tabooed in Gurbdni. 



DOES EATING MEAT NOT PERVERSETHE MIND? 

None can deny that meat is obtained through brutality which in itself is a 
great sin. So, when one eats meat, which is produced by tormenting others, one's 
mind naturally becomes merciless and perverse. Moreover, the addiction to meat - 
eating also generally leads to yearning for liquors and lewd desires. That is why the 
people who are addicted to meat eating are usually alcoholics as well as lustful. 
However, our main theme here is regarding the brutal force used for obtaining 
flesh for food. How can the food obtained through cruelty lets one's mind 
concentrate on Ndm-simran ? 

H ft§ ofU# WW ufe || 

h uteftj ww fe?> off ffi^m ute || 

If one's attire being tainted with blood is considered desecrated with drops of 
blood and is not at all considered usable for worship. or meditation, then how can 
the mind of those who (by eating the flesh of the animals) actually consume 
blood, can remain un-polluted? 
Then, if any un-scrupulous Sikh boasts that the use of Tobacoo does not 
pollute his mind, then does tobacco no longer remain a taboo for him ? All know 
that the mere intake of tobacoo in itself is a vice and results in disastrous 
consequences. In the various Rahit Namas, tobacco has been referred to as poison. 
That is why the use of tobacoo and other intoxicants is strictly prohibited in 
Sikhism. 

Flesh (meat), as food has been adjudged universally as lust provoking. It is 
not a natural food for a man. Its consumption naturally results in contaminating 
body and mind both. It is obtained by killing and piecing in bits, the flesh of living 
beings. Hence it is a food fit only for cannibals, barbarians and uncivilized people. 
To kill and cut into pieces the living animals, 
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is a murderous and homicidal act which in itself is a perversity : 
»fHtf dlM<^ ufe»f || 

»TFtr yuft w orfo frftr || ft) 

Countless cut-throats commit murders. Countless sinners go on 
committing this sin (during the entire life). 

As soon as the penchant desire for eating meat, under the temptation of the 
taste of tongue, flashes into one's mind, one's mind become perverted. He, then 
either runs to the butcher's shop or acts as a butcher himself. In fact one is 
surprised when one hears from a Gursikh, that flesh eating does not create 
perversity in the mind. 

The simple and straight point is that a thing which has been condemned in 
Gurbdni as a filthy carcass and which can only be obtained through brutality and 
oppression, so much\ so that it prompts one to perform the role of a butcher, then 
how can such a "food" become permissible for the Gursikhprogeny of the Guru 
Sahib? 

RE: ARGUMENT NO.2 

The meat-eating Sikhs have tried to explain that, in Sikhism, only KUTTHA 
viz. the type of meat which has been obtained by slaying animals according to the 
Muslim way, (Kosher fashion) is prohibited. According to them, JHATKA meat 
i.e. meat obtained by killing the animal with a single stroke of the weapon, while 
uttering 'Sat Sri Akal', is permissible. 

Before we examine this argument, it would be appropriate to know 
difference between the words 'kuttha' and 'jhatka'. 
KUttba 

The word Kuubii occurs in Gurbdni as below: 
Wfw 5T ^ gof^T tp^r || 

fufo foTH 7> FTW 1 1 (WW WW, % 823) 

They (Hindus) on one hand, eat the meat obtained by killing the 
animal while uttering Kalmd which they assume as unworthy 
utterance. But on the other hand they allow none to enter their kitchen 
square. 
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feH W Ut % || 

T5U frtottl 1 %y 1 1 (WW ZWH&l, h: % ifcr tfu£) 

If Sheikh is killed with that (knife) then the blood of avarice will be seen split 
away. 

IfU o(^d h£ || 

nfFWtfe ^fe ^5 || V, ^ loitf) 

The sinners are certainly dis-illusioned by the temptation of sin. The angel of 

death will seize and mercilessly kill each of them. 
In all the above quotations, the word 'kuttha' obviously means to kill 
mercilessly. Its reference to the 'killing in the Muslim method' is just the creation 
of the vested interests. 
Jhatka 

The word '[hatka' has not been mentioned in Gurbdni anywhere. Commonly 
it refers to killing the animal with one stroke of the weapon by chanting 'Sat Sri 
Akal'. 

Etymologically, the word 'Kuttha' has been derived from the root 'Kohna', 
which in grammar is past participle and means simply 'the killed'. Similar other 
words also exist in the Punjabi language such as : 
Ruttha (^S 1- ) : The estranged. 

Vuttha : The settled. 

Dhattha : The fallen. 

Dittha (f^) : The seen. 

Murtha (H5 1 ) : The robbed! dis-illusioned. 

Thus the word 'Kuttha' literally means meat obtained by killing animals and this is 
prohibited in the Khalsa Rabit or the Khalsa Code of Conduct. None can deny the 
fact that the animal does feel physical as well as mental torture whether killed 
slowly or with one stroke. Of course, one can say that there is less torture by 
killing instantaneously with one stroke than while killing slowly, but to claim that 
killing by one stroke does not, at all, cause pain and torture to the killed one, is 
only self-deceit. The very sight of the killing of their fellow creatures in the 
Butcher's House and their pain-revealing shrieks, frighten the other animals. And 
when they see the butcher with naked 
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weapon advancing towards them for killing, they are frightened to their death. The 
poor creature shrieks and shrieks and tries hard to get out of the clutches of the 
butcher. His mental and physical pain reaches at its climax when the butcher 
forcefully entangles him and cuts his head off. 

What an irony, that on one hand, we torture and kill the poor dumb and 
innocent animals (dumb in the sense that they cannot protest or fight against our 
atrocity) and cut their flesh into pieces, and at the same time we claim that the 
animals killed this way do not feel any pain or suffering at all ! This human bigotry 
is perhaps, due to the fact that all the courts of justice on the earth are man-made. 
Though here, in these man-made courts, the poor creatures cannot get justice but 
there will certainly be absolute justice in the True Court of the True Master of 
whole creation. No atrocious and merciless assassin can escape the true justice of 
the True Court, howsoever mighty and powerful he may be in the world: 
ERTH Wfe ?> UoTH fl SjfU" ~RW mH ykj'fd || 

EH W?5 ttPHH 1 §<T M Hdd'd || 

The Righteous Judge has the direction (from the Justful Lord) "Administer true 
justice. Every evil soul professing love for duality is your subject." 
The verdict of the Gurbdni is crystal clear and applies to all including the 
tyrants: . 

srafa % oft»r h troy fr $fe iwf y^fe || 
t^dfd ?>tojH >m yfr ytrr trfe || POO || 

Kabir, the use of force is tyranny and the Lord shall call every one to account. 
When the account of actions committed during life is settled in the Divine Court, 
then one shall suffer strokes of punishments on the very face. 

orafa i=rt tj H^ftr % orfo uftr h tjw& \\ 

E^Hf EHt tlH oTfe t UfOT off?) U^tf || POO || 

Kabir, those who kill the living beings perforce and call that righteous as sacrifice 
in the name of the Lord, what shall be their condition when the Justful Lord takes 
out his account in the Divine Court? 
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Hfcr iffl^t sorat ust u^ u^ urft || 
t% yi f%H>re ufe uufa uurft || 

fef oft^t SoJUT y=T Wt oftgfc tfHt || 

nfor rjf^ tfrftf»fT orfu ^fu trw ftrfo ferft || 

urai UTutet eu tRj tpH »fw stunt || 
frfk »rfe»F a^t huh! || ^9 || 

The goat caught by the lion, started laughing heartily. Curiously surprised, the 
lion asked what felicity made it laugh. The goat humbly stated that it desired that 
its offspring's be castrated (so their offspring's would not face such a tyranny). 
Being fed on Akk and Dbatiirii (wild shrubs grown in barren lands) their bodies 
are cut into pieces. What would happen to those who cut the throats of animals 
and eat their flesh? The flesh of the poor innocent goat is eaten with relish and the 
flesh of the tyrant lion is unworthy of being eaten. The last line draws the 
conclusion that whosoever is born must die (in the end the true justice will 
prevail). 

oftf oTVFHt SoJUT W?5 ^ Hfa VFH UU»F || 

ufa ufa t$ oratet »ffe u^ feu u»f || 

>FH tpfc UTfe fUt £ U 1 ^ fdcVd' ofe W || 
rftt U> #fe»F tff HU t%UT»F || 

iran?) uuu?> orfu u»f frrte 1 faHfofu #»f || 

^fa »rt 3JU H3" Hfe fiw 1 H?JW Ht ?J W || 

tfV s^ixt $w || || 

The butcher kills the goat, minces its meat with tasty spices and roasts it on the 
skewer. While being killed, the goat laughs loudly and tells the butcher: While 
eating Akk (a wild shrub) I have suffered this persecution. What would happen to 
my killer who eat my flesh? Both the teeth and mouth of such persons over 
possessed with the relish of the tongue will be broken into pieces. Those who are 
guilty of adultery, usurpation and vilification, will become double-tongued snakes 
in their next births. Even that double-tongued snake may be tamed through some 
charm. However the guru less (fodid 1 ) and self-centered person does not listen at 

all to the Guru's percept and walks recklessly without seeing the pitfalls on his 
way. 



As brought out above, the Gurbdni clearly prohibits the slaughtering of 
animals just to satisfy the palate of the tongue. 
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Whatever method is used for the purpose viz. fbatea or Halai, the blame of 
slaughtering cannot be refuted. Ordinary people commit the mistake of eating 
meat through ignorance and lack of knowledge. The surprising thing is that the 
otherwise intelligent people having awareness, commit this black deed of eating 
meat just for satiating their taste. To top all, in order to justify their this sin, they 
concoct so many excuses. They claim that the animal has been slaughtered as a 
sacrifice to God resulting in its salvation. The Gurbdni clearly states that such 
selfish people only care for the satisfaction of their palate and filling their pot- 
bellies, unmindful of the torture they afflict on the innocent creatures. There are 
numerous tasty and nutritious foods in the world, which are available for the 
consumption of the supermost human race. Then why should people commit the 
reprehensible act by wrenching the necks of animals? 

$w era >wt y*m wefe rfhm iwt || 
»rf £ftr ?nft of^ off ^tr >ft || 

A selfish imposter observes fasts to please God but at the same time slays living 
beings for relish. Thus he watches only his own interest and pays no heed to 
pangs of other creatures. Why does he stoop so low? 

The pity is that the clever meat-eaters have gone to the extent of including 
the meat obtained through a particular method of slaying the animals, as part of 
religious practice. In the Gurbani such people's hoax has been clearly exposed: 

tfl»r *m<j h tray ojfo to wray orurr ots wz\ || 
»RfH off Hf>v^ orra wm or off orarr orrrct || 

Brother, you kill the living beings and consider it as DHARMA i.e. a religious 
act. Then tell how do you define an irreligious act ? You call yourself an 
enlightened sage (a pious Gursikh) then whom would you call a butcher? 

Others may deny, but now can the Sikhs of the Guru evade the application of 
this fiat to them? The meaning of the above couplet is brought out with particular 
reference to a Sikh as under: 

O the Sikh of the Guru! You kill the living beings and 
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in order to conceal this sin, you pretend and propagate this act as holy 
(Rahit), then what else is an unholy act (i.e. Kurabit)? If you eat 
something obtained through torture and murder of the living beings, 
and yet you claim to be a devout Sikh (Sant Khalsa), then, whom do 
you call a butcher? 

Whether one is afhatkai (the professional who slays animals with one stroke 
while chanting Sat Sri Akal) or a Kasdi (butcher) these are two different names 
representing the same profession of killing the animals -whatever the religion they 
may profess. These are not regarded as titles of respect at .all. But the killers and 
eaters of the flesh of animals can't wash away the stigma of belonging to this 
despicable community. 

What an outrage! The Khalsa, who was created to eradicate tyranny, has 
himself become a tyrant for these helpless animals. The oppressor is never «known 
to admit the blame of oppression. Aurangzeb was a notorious tyrant. However, he 
tried to conceal his tyrannical actions under the cloak of Islam. The clever people 
have always taken refuge in the garb of religion to hide their own weaknesses. In 
spite of all these efforts, the truth cannot be suppressed for long. Such 
malfeasances or misdeeds definitely stigmatize their religion. Are the Sikhs, 
addicted to the taste of tongue for meat, not giving a bad name to Sikhism by 
including this as a part of the Khalsa Rahit? 

Mercy is at the top of Godly virtues. It is considered as the pre-requisite for 
any religious faith. The personality of the man of mercy is always impressive and 
heart warming. His relations with others are always helpful and soothing. As 
against this, the merciless person is always rough and vitriolic in his dealings with 
others. 

In Gurbiini, the virtue of Mercy has been given a very high place as would 
be evident from a few quotations reproduced below: 

% tray efw or || (mm}, ifo 3) 

The Dharam which sustains the earth is the progeny of Mercy. 



34 



»raHfc mm y?> Frt»f Efe»r u^?> || 

To be merciful to the living creatures is equivalent of the ablutions in the sixty- 
eight places of pilgrimage. Man is accepted by God in recognition of his merciful 
character. 

Hfo HOT rft»T Efe»F || 

fe?> feftr *333 Hira?> ^fw 1 1 (m&ftx: u, ifarytftf) 

Content mind combined with mercy for all makes the holy fast accomplished. 
eUTO rft»F ifo OT PyWpHdd || SO || 

Among the virtues of the enlightened persons, one is that they 
are merciful to all living beings. The other is that they ward 
off the five failings i.e. lust, anger, greed, attachment, and ego. 
That is why the Gurbdrii commands us: 

tfHH USrfc 3^H offo tfl»T Hfa VFfo H^t offo ^oft || 

(WW Hi omfc tjf, UFFBtzo) 

Realise the existence of Creator in every living being, take pity on them and get 
rid of selfishness and ego as charmless pursuits. 

The above cited quotations from the Gurbdni clearly bring out the virtue of 
mercy on living beings, as the basic edifice of Sikhism. The question then arises, 
how the meat-eaters amongst the Sikhs presume to have been exempted from 
accepting this basic principle of the Sikh Way of Life? Where is the proof of this? 
When the principle of merciful life is applicable to one and all, then is the eating of 
meat which is obtained through merciless killing, not in contravention to the 
fundamentals of Sikhism? 

Doubtlessly Mercy and Cruelty are two contradictory ideologies. The former 
is valued and the latter is condemned in Sikhism. 

Then, why those who claim to be the Sikhs of the Guru, contravene the 
tenets of Gurmat by resorting to slaughtering of the living creatures? 

The other natural question is whether the virtue of mercy is limited only to 
human beings. Is the rest of living creation devoid of the Divine spark? Don't they 
have the feeling of pleasure and pain? 
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Undoubtedly all living creatures in the universe are made of five basic 
material elements and thus pleasure and pain are definitely felt by them. All the 
animals and birds etc., love their own lives and those of their offspring's, just like 
humans. Then why those people who acknowledge Gurbiini as their Eternal Guru 
go contrarily to the canons concerning Mercy and tyranny just to satisfy their 
palate? 

Gurbiini imbibes the auspicious precept of Mercy towards all because all 
creatures are bestowed with the Divine Spark of Life. The scriptures of the Hindus 
and Muslims both i.e. (Veds and Katebs) put forth the eternal truth of the presence 
of this Divine Spark of life in all His creation. However, their followers blinded by 
the overpowering taste of the tongue and selfish motives, have ignored this 
principle and have adopted the way of the butchers. Thus, the fault does not lie 
with the scriptures but with their avaricious followers. Such soft-spoken but crafty 
Muslims exercise the pettifoggery of slaughtering the animals to satisfy their palate 
of tongue or to make good the loss of vitality wasted through their licentious 
living. However, they keep their sinful and merciless act hidden under the cloak of 
Halal (food permitted by religious law). In the Gurbiini such false assertions have 
been refuted loud and clear. 

ife of§H dTUZT H3" f£ H 77 f3W% || 

H§ H3" HftT 5oT rerfe uf 3§ toff >RJcfft H 1 ^ || T || 

\$w ojuzr fiwf yrot || 

§t H?> oT" ?> WZ\ || ^ || ^Ff || 

ubrfo i=rtf yfffmv $u fy<VHl w?\ oj§ fHHfi-rfo ofW || 

Hfe HfLT WJW OTT oTcT few few || P || 

fw frj U 1 ^ oft»F HcT £fw fe»F HT% frff wf&TF || 
Hf few Hftl 5^13 fe^H dlrl'dd fe»F UtT opt FFfw || 
f ?iW ?Kjt HfW feH 5T H^K 7) FFfiw || 

offtr srafa ferrfe § for Etibr frrf h?> vrfiw || a || a || 

Call not Vedas and the Semitic Texts false; for false is he who gives not thought 
to their contents. If you say God abides in all beings, then why kill a hen? (1) 
0 Mullah, you are propagating about the Divine Justice. (On one hand you say 
God abides in all and yet you kill hen for food), thus you cannot get rid of 
delusion of your mind. (Pause) 
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You seize a living being and slaughter its body. In this way you have merely 
killed the clay and not the soul. Its imperishable soul gets absorbed in the 
Immortal Divine Essence. Say then, what have you slaughtered? (2) 
What is the use of washing your hand, feet and mouth. And to what use is your 
bowing in the Mosque? (3) 

To what avail is your prayer and pilgrimage of Mecca when your mind is full of 
deceit? Thus you still remain impure and do not know the pure Lord and His 
mystique. Kabir says you have missed paradise and are doomed to hell. (4) 
A perusal of the above hymn raises the following questions to be answered 
by the meat-eaters: 

(i) If you accept that the Divine Spark of life pervades in each living being, then 
why are you slaughtering it? 

(ii) The body of the animals is all dust. What is the thing that has become Halal 
by destroying the body? 

(iii) When you are vile at heart (i.e. beguiling your ardent desire to satisfy your 
taste under the cloak of religiosity), then of what use is your prayer 
(Namaz)? 

How would they reply to above three questions? In the last stanza of the 
foregoing hymn, the Gurbani has explained the truth in this respect: 

O you, the Super most creation of the Supreme Lord, have started 
treading the false path of plunder and tyranny and have forsaken the 
true ideal of your life. You have not entered into relationship with the 
source of Sacredness, the Creator and the Immortal Being. Instead, 
through your barbarous acts, you have yourself become barbarous. 
Thus you are heading towards the hell instead of the heaven. Why? 
The meat-eaters have created a myth regarding the legitimacy of Jhatka or 
Haldl. If an animal is slaughtered while reciting Kalma, its meat becomes Haldl or 
sacred; and if the animal is killed with a stroke while reciting Sat Sri Akal, its meat 
becomes Jhatka. How strange! Meat which is sacred (Hala!) for Muslims, is 
unholy for the Sikhs and vice versa. From this it implies that the condemned thing 
is not the meat but the Holy Kalrnii for the Sikhs and Sat Sri Akal for the Muslims. 
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The Kalmii and Sat Sri Akal are both the divine words in different 
languages. In reality neither the Kalmii nor Sat Sri Akal are condemnable. What 
deserves condemnation is cruelty or mercilessness involved in slaughtering 
animals simply to satisfy one's taste of the tongue. When the real intention is 
wicked, then how can the material become holy by outwardly reciting sacred 
words of the Lord's praise. One's actions are to be accounted for in the True Court 
on the basis of one's innermost emotions and intentions behind their deeds. 
Gurbdni is very clear about it. 

They who utter God's Name and practice deceit, their mind cannot remain pure. 

w u# yftr >M wt || 

tfl»F 7) M UTOt || 3 || ^OP || (m&ftH: u, ifrr zoi) 

One recites Vedas with sweet voice but at the same, he does not shirk killing the 
sentient beings. 

The spilling of the blood of the other animals for one's own self-interest is an 
abominable act and is thus a vice. How can a mind, which is full of sinister 
thought-waves, become pure? And without the purity of mind, how Ndm-Sirnrari 
is possible? That is why Gurbdni clearly decrees: 

(^f y^fe or fefe ut yftr % || 
»r?fo fe^R y?>t ^ f£ y*m o&j \\<\\\ 

Nanak, utter the Name of God from your mouth with truthful heart. Otherwise all 

your actions are merely pretentious display and are false. 
All religious activities involving meditation, austerities and self-control etc., 
are aimed at purifying the mind. But if mind is full of deceit and under its 
influence, one goes on committing vices, then all 'his seemingly religious 
observances are nothing but a hoax. And such a person's position becomes 
ridiculous. Kabir Ji sarcastically refers to such double-faced approach in 
life as under: 

FTf few HflT 5^13 fe^H dJH'dd few UtT off FFfeof || 3 || 
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To what avail is your prayer and pilgrimage to Mecca when your mind is full of 
deceit? 

And that is why Guru Sahib instructs: 

foUoP-T3 oO-F^T Ufa oft Ufa Wft || 

(a^A'd'/hA h: 8, ifiv tfj?t) 

0 the Sikhs of my Guru! Renounce your mind's deceit and undeceitfully perform 

your Lord-God's service. 
To try to cover one's sinister acts by deceitful means, is part of human 
nature. However, even if one may not adopt deceitful means to conceal his internal 
sins, even then the sinful thoughts in one's mind defile it. How can one remain 
unpolluted in such a state of mind? 

H ^7 W# oP4# WW Ufe ywfe" || 

H Uteftr H T SH T fe?) fof^ fo"UHW tfe || 

W5, W. % UcT =180) 

If a garment becomes profane with stains of blood on it, then how can the mind of 
those who suck the blood in the form of slaughtered animal-meal, can ever remain 
undefiled? 

In order to interpret this couplet in their own support, the meat-eaters read 
the word Mansa (N^FT) as Mansa (W&F) i.e. with nasalization of its last vowel. 

And then they translate it as, "Those who suck the blood of humans, i.e. those who 
commit tyranny on humans." Such a contorted explanation is I devised to meet 
their desired interpretation. In this couplet, the simile given is absolutely explicit 
without any illusion: "the blood-stains make the garment polluted. The spilling of 
the blood of living beings, to obtain their flesh for eating, pollutes the mind." 

Those who support meat-eating, are doing great injustice to themselves as 
well as the innocent Sikh masses. May we ask them a simple question? On one 
side they consider even ordinary oppression on human beings as equivalent to 
sucking of their blood. On the other hand they kill the animals simply to eat their 
flesh and thus literally consume their blood, yet deny the committal of tyranny. 
The so-called man-made and man-controlled society may be overlooking man's 
atrocities on animals, but there will be no escape for the killers in the True 
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Court of the Almighty Lord. There only the truth will prevail. 

The discussion on this topic would be rather incomplete if mention is not 
made of another very important and interesting point. It is a hard fact and 
everybody knows that, while slaughtering the animals in the today's slaughter 
houses, neither the Kalmd nor 'Sat Sri Akal' is uttered by the professional butchers. 
Instead, they go on singing vulgar songs and talking aimlessly, even exchanging 
abusive language amongst themselves. The most interesting thing is that the votary 
for meat go on eating flesh without discrimination shelving all so called notions of 
Jhatkii or Halalus sanctify it. Thus, there ends, even the so-called distinction 
between Jhatka and Haldl meat. Well that is O.K., because this practice otherwise 
was nothing but a total sham. 

RE: ARGUMENT NO. 3 

The meat-eaters put forth the following historical evidences 
in their favour: 

(a) Meat used to be served in the langar of Guru Angad Dev Ji. 

(b) At Kurukshetra, a prince presented the flesh of a deer hunted by him to Guru 
Nanak Dev ji, who got it cooked there on the day of Solar-Eclipse. This 
provoked a discussion between the Vaishnav Brahmins and Pandas on one 
hand and Guru Sahib on the other. A hymn exists in Sri Guru Granth Sahib 
in this reference. 

(c) Guru Sahib has been hunting. If meat was prohibited in Sikhism, what for 
this pursuit of hunting? 

Let us examine these points. 

It is an established fact that Sikh History has been commingled and 
adulterated with a number of fallacies by certain anti-Sikh elements as well as 
ignorant Sikh writers. In the introduction to his book Gurmat Marland, Bhai Kahn 
Singh has given some concrete instances of such ill-conceived statements as 
below: 

"The Sikh writers have followed the precept of other religious writers 
in giving the religious color to social and political subjects. Without 
investigating they have 
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included certain absolutely baseless anecdotes in our history, which 
lead us away from the true path of Gurmat. It is thus natural that we 
often find some contradictory material in our literature which only 
causes confusion and makes it difficult for us to judge their 
authenticity. However, when we use our intelligence and test the 
material on the touch-stone of Gurbiini, we are in a position to discard 
those portions which are contrary to the principle laid down in 
Gurbiini and can accept those which are in accordance with it. In this 
way all confusions are cleared and we are able to follow the true path 
of Gurrnat." 

(Gurmat Martand, page 
A few examples of such anti-Gurmat anecdotes in such writings cited in 
Gurmat Miirtand by Bhai Kahn Singh, are reproduced below: 

i) In the 2nd Chapter of Gurbilds of Pddsbdbi 6, it has been stated that when 
the child (Guru) Hargobind ji had smallpox, the worship of Goddess Durga 
was done for seven days using coconuts and other accessories by a Brahmin. 
The goddess Durga then became pleased and gave her blessing. The same 
story was then repeated by Bhai Santokh Singh ji in Gur Partap SurajHis 3 # 
12. As against this, Sahib Guru Arjan Dev ji, the revered father of (Guru) 
Hargobind Sahib, writes something totally different in this respect: 

ttc 1 h^ 1 ufo wit II W$ W || 

titew STfe grret || fawj ur£ ufo ?ret || <\ || 

Ever and Ever the Divine Name had been chanted. The Lord 

Himself saved the children. 
The Lord thus warded off the smallpox. Thus all the troubles 

were removed through the God's name. 

ii) In Sri Niinae Parkash it is mentioned that Sahib Guru Nanak Dev Ji 
arranged a feast for Brahmins according to Hindu rites for the benefit of his 
dead ancestors' souls. This assertion is totally unacceptable because Guru 
Nanak Dev ji himself condemns the Sarddb as a mere sham or heterodoxy : 
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feoT fioft Uf sfHg^t SFUHf ^fe ftJf tpfe || 
?TOoT fiff WTtH oT oT^ fcf^TH (Tftl || 8 || 3 || 

(www: % invent) 

Some barley-balls are formally offered to ancestors and others to Gods; but it is 
the Pandit who kneads and eats them. Nanak says that the food of the God's Name 
never exhausts. 

iii) According to Bhai Sukha Singh's work Cur Bilas—Ch.lO, Brahmin Datta 
Nand of Ujjain performed the worship of Durga goddess on the behest of 
Sahib Guru Gobind Singh ji: 

W Hfc UTU Ure few || Ht HfV H offtT HtJ?> fwW II 

— •*> 1 1 — II 

HCF ! fet foP-F »fH oftt || tf^UT Urfe EW? HfcJ #R || p£P || 

^ H3 - orftr h 1 ^ ^?)t || ^ t ^twufrar wz\ || pp^ || 

According to the above narration, on Guru Sahib's entreaties Goddess 
Durga blessed him with the Sword. 
Similar assertion has been repeated in Sakhi No. 25 of Mebrnd Parkash: 
of^r HK Hfddld VPH 1 UH>> || 

^fe»F UoPH H 1 ^ 1 tfe VFH H3T tfo 1 1 (3P) 

The Satguru performed the Havan, the Mata (the goddess Durga) was highly 
pleased. She appeared with a flash of Divine Light. Hail the goddess! 

The same thing has been reiterated in Cur Partap Siiraj in Rut 3 No.4. 

Baba Sumer Singh writes as under in Cur Pad Prem Parkash: 
HU 1 Hte H} U^KTJ tft $S ^?>t || 

WtH VTCRTH KH §^ HW? »ffe || 

(dim^kN T U3W, S, FT, ¥) 

This quotation implies that the Brave Hanuman appeared and presented the 
Kacbbebrii (underwear) to Guru Sahib to be included in the Sikh Code of Conduct. 

iv) Cur Bilds Piidsbiibi 6 states in ch. 18 that Guru Hargobind Sahib used to 
consume hemp: 

Frtr wh fe 1 ) »rf>) || 

nt fatftw u 7 ?) ora^ || (fatiW-hemp) 
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v) Bhai Sukha Singh in Gur.Bilas PZidshZihi 10 writes in Ch. 10 and 16 that 
Guru Gobind Singh used to consume various types of intoxicants himself 
and gave these to others also: 

w yf?> few || (cress-opium) 
e^^fy^ fi-rw UF3re m?t || (Hfe^-liquor) 

^ f?>tT oTfeoT eT?> || 
^ ^?)t sft ftre 1| 

vi) Cur Partdp Siirya Rut 3, Ch. 4 states that Guru Sahib used to consume 
opium after crushing it along with almonds and various other aromatic 
edibles. 

»rftrt mm Harare m\ || stFH?) nfus || 

$w w?3T ftree 7 ?) orfe || hw£t gt^ Free grfe || (p) 
GT3 S3Ure H^dld goPfe || (t) (ssere-^ufH) 

vii) Then in Rut 3 Ch. 21, Bh. Santokh Singh mentions that Guru Gobind Singh 
asked the drink of hemp to be prepared on large scale for the soldiers 
preparing for battle as this was the best of the intoxicants which was 
favourite of Mahesh: 

uf §■ nt mwct §uw || uf^ m dff em §ww\\ 

fmt UfF ¥TB WWl UW?\\ >FSoC wuhfsr nf^e H^f\\ (3tf) 

tw wfect 3 fmtw wgt\\ mfk h^e wfe fsu wsf\\ (8) 
viii) Bhagwan Singh Rahitnamia, on the basis of Rahitnamas 
obtained from Khatri Singhs of Chainpur Bhabhua, writes in his work Virnaf 
Bibek Varidh that those who take hemp, are able to fight bravely: 
HtF sWdU'd || 3?7 H ijt Wre || 

Then mis-quoting Bhai Sahib Mani Singh ji, he states: 

"After bestowing Amrit to the whole sangat and equipping them with 
weapons, he bade them farewell by asking them to take some 
intoxicants. Accordingly Sikhs started taking intoxicants and many of 
them were able to achieve concentration of mind." 

Note: What a beautiful way to achieve concentration of 
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mind! Do the SHillsachieve this state of mind by service, practice of 
Gurbdni, disinterested benevolence or by becoming dullard through 
intoxication? 

(Gurmat Marland, pages w, 3) 

The above are only a few of the fallacious examples to bring out the point. 
Citing more such examples results only in more and more of self-ridicule. Such 
interpolations in our history have been made intentionally by anti-Sikh and anti- 
Guru people of that time. The later history writers instead of their analytical 
examination in the light of tenets of Gurbiini, have repeated these incidents 
bluntly. It is also possible that some of these historians themselves may have been 
addicted to these intoxicants. In any case, such writings tend to nullify the Gurmat 
principles and make the Sikh History a laughing stock and unreliable. 

That is why it is most essential to scrutinize and rectify the errors included in 
the Sikh history in the light of Gurbiini. The well-wishers of the Pantb have been 
crying hoarse for this work since long. Any Historical event if found to be 
incongruous with the spirit of Gurbiini must be thoroughly looked into for 
correction. 

Then how can such historical canards be relied upon in justification with 
regard to admissibility of meat-eating? These references are contradictory to the 
ideals of Gurbiini as well as other anecdotes in Sikh history wherein the principle 
of. 'Mercy on living beings' has been stressed upon. A few of such historical 
evidences are given below: 

GURU NANAK'S PRECEPT TO DEVLOOTTHE DRAGON 

fyHH 3FRT nrfw (WR) ot tfW || 
otUf wn fun 1 FTte") UW || P || 

^feor fe^ 3?u ^ ajrret || 

Iff fatft oft 3\f3 BW^t || 
H% ^tfH ct (VH flW || 

wfm w& fe^ftr dH^'M || (*\t) 

TO Hfi H HUW || 
t^gd HWJ fel WW || 
f$W ?JUt tfc oft drtH || 
Hfedld fRJ fWf tftf gtH || (PO) 
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Firstly, you give up meat-eating for which you resort to killing of the living beings. 

Set examples for practising Guru's way of life. 

The Master spent a number of days there and set example 

for practising Guru's way of life. 
He made the dragons to recite the Name. 
And also made them give up meat-eating. 
Sudhar Sain, the Great and Devloot resolved this in their minds 

that homicide of living beings be not done rather it should 

be replaced by meditation on Ndm revealed by the Guru 

for the eradication of all ills and sufferings. 

(Sri Gurii Nanah Parkash, 1st Vol., Ch. 44) 

DISCOURSE AT MEDINA 

art in y>& >ra^M»r h, ufe fh??> mte ||^ 
su s^t u^t-t fr, tn^?> ferr nrfe || 

Hfa^ H'cVsId, JWife^ || 

y^t i mwz t, Hfa^ FP?> o^fs || 
trst for u^h f 1 , fsu s^t d^'fe 1 1 

Ma^^Hf, feH^ufet?^ \\(fjm mft w^f ww) 

Cows, buffaloes and hen etc. are meek and helpless animals. 

To cut them with knife is a sinful act and consumption of their mea 

makes the eaters "polluted". 
They who kill the helpless animals and say this has become sacred. 
It is against the God's will. The knife of Lord will befall on them. 
Whatever is dead is carcass (Murdar). 
Eating of which is sinful (Haram). 
Flesh eating is a sin. 

The use of force to kill is sinful whether one calls it Haldl or Hariim. 
Such acts lead to one's downfall. 

(janamsakbi Bbai Bala) 

PRECEPT TO SHEEHAN UPPAL 

Sheehan Uppal was leading a flock of one hundred he- . goats. Guru Angad 
Dev ji asked him its purpose. Sheehan 
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replied that these were meant for preparation of meat to feed the marriage party of 
his son according to the prevalent custom. 
Then Guru ji said: 

fe?> ffe furr oft || iru faro »fu?> frra tfa || o \\ 
*m 3 HcJTH FFTf^nfftr orfet || >fe hu 1 utr ?>gof?) irat || 

Htr t^rat Hurt £dr || wpuf iraftr nftr hot || t || 
rraK ^fe Mcffef w || >rf Etr ?j Htr || 

Ht UTf oTUT oft flTO 1 ^ || ftTH §■ Ufe ?J tfk HW || 

(dm ysv hutt mw, &w%>m3£) 

By killing so many living beings, 

You are taking upon yourself the responsibility of this sin. (7) Of 
course you would now be pleased (to entertain your guests in this 
way). 

In the end, however, you are destined to undergo terrible sufferings in 
the hell. 

When the angels of death will torture you, 

None of your sons or relatives would be of any help to you there. (8) 
Those for whom you are committing this sin (of slaughtering animals) 
They will not help you there even a bit. 

Now all your relatives will enjoy meat-eating but you will have to 
face the adverse consequences all alone. (9) 
When Dharam Raj takes the account of your deeds, 
You will be faced with terrible troubles. 

Sri Guru advised him to devise some means whereby killing of living 
beings be averted. (Gur Partap Surya Grantb, Raas I, Ch. 26) 

HUKAMNAMAS OF SRI GURU HARGOBIND JI 

Hukamnama # 6, page 12 

ddd'd ddd'd ^wt ^ UTf 3W%\ firT 

OT UTf FKW H^f TMd" 

oTTW UTf ytt ofdit HUTHt 

dHdl'd febT dfe 7 VFH H^t E 

?Kjt miS UU^t dofldd 

U^t Tfe Hdyfd feoTH H- 

fe Ult fet dU^ WU dldtd'H (TO dU^ 
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ok^'d % ^fe»f JMfe fufe 
3]f trat Ufe H313t ^ dHdl'd U3F 
TMfe W f%fo fed& dTdTT 

TMfe trat yrft if efrr £ Ut* ufe H¥ 
y? frfc m?? fso& hTw fer 

>5Wf d'd^'d UH fetT cfrr ufe §U" 

h^ 1 on^ offtr tn^t ! 

You recite Kartar! Kartar! 

The Guru will protect your honour. 

Chant repeatedly Guru Guru. 

Then your life will be blessed. 

Guru will fulfil the desire of the Sangat 

Sangat will get good means of livelihood. 

Live in love with only one wife. 

DO NOT EVEN CONTEMPLATETO CONSUME FLESHAND FISH. 
Sangat 's letter received. Came to know the realities, 

Sangat should remain in complete unison, and with tenderness with one another. 
Help Gurdass and provide him with means of livelihood. 

Guru is pleased with the Sangat and they will also be blessed with good means of 
livelihood. 

Sangat should live in harmony. Guru always helps the weak. 
All are my own scions. Live all in concord. 

Here-to-fore the situation here has been written and sent through LAD ! . Send all 
the collections. 
Hukamnama # 9, page 15 

wz\ fry djdtJ'H mz\\ wfs fenfw 

fIU5 T H7>H tWf H^l" HcJB' t?t c7 T >W Udt U3T 
H3T3t ^ dHdl'd U3T m\S\ oft oPd" tj ^UW 31f 
Wfdm Ufe oflddo oTd^ febT tTH m\S HTT 

§ud% ajf st »rfaiw ufe fry fry djdtJ'H sft 

H^V TO o7 H^T ydy 5t oTd - bTTOt 

Bhai Japoo, Bhai Gurdas, Bhai Murar, Bhai jat, Bhai Dyala! 
Go on repeating Guru! Guru! 

Your lives will be blessed. Sangat's desires would be fulfilled. 
Sangat would be blessed with means of livelihood. 
The Guru's command is "go on singing praises of God". 
Live in humility to one another and in unison. 

DO NOT EVERCONTEMPLATETO CONSUME FLESHAND FISH. 
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The Sangat of the East is Guru's Khalsa. Thereafter Guru's command 
is for Bhai apoo and Bhai Gurdas to remit collections of the East. 
In Sudharam Marg, Sri Guru Gobind Singh Ji is stated to have sermonised 
as under : 

One who does not commit the following five deeds, achieves salvation while 
living in this very world: 

i) Does not steel others' wealth. 

ii) Does not have extra-marital relations. 

iii) Does not slander others. 

iv) Does not gamble. 

v) Does not consume meat and liquor. 

The above script has also been seen written on the fly leaves of a number of 
old hand-written holy volumes (manuscripts) of Sri Guru Granth Sahib. 

With respect to meat-eating, the main thing which is anti- Gurmat is the 
committing of atrocity on innocent living beings. To commit tyranny on any living 
being under greed and temptation, is symbolic of savagery in the humans. There 
are no two opinions on the fact that Gurbani definitely prohibits the use of 
violence and lays stress on showing Mercy on all living beings. Quite a few 
quotations from Gurbdni have been quoted earlier in the previous chapter in this 
respect. 

Some writers of history happened to write recklessly that fish and flesh used 
to be cooked in the community kitchen of Guru Angad Dev Ji. On pages 45-46 
ante an historical anecdote has been referred to wherein Sri Guru Angad Dev Ji 
dissuades Sheehan Uppal from killing animals. He was made to understand that 
slaughtering of living beings is a sinful act for which one has to be accounted for in 
the end. 

What a surprise! Some wayward person has gone to the extent of stating that meat 
and fish used to be cooked and served in the Langar of Sri Guru Angad Dev Ji ! 
Bhai Satta and Bhai Balwand were bards in the Darbar of Guru Angad Dev Ji. In 
the ballad contained in Rdmkali Rag of Sri Guru Granth Sahib, they mention 
important dainty dishes which used to be served in the Langar of Sri Guru Angad 
Dev Ji as under: 

(§) $m efrcfe >tfte tftfo fwwt || 
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In Guru's kitchen, is served, sweet rice-pudding prepared with butter oil 
and wealth is given to the needy. 
00 f7>3 ^HSt faf VFF iff || 

(WW mioRfi UMdTsf SW H§ off, IW tf£?) 

Ever in thy kitchen are served preparations of butter oil, refined wheat- flour 
and sugar. 

On the basis of the above quotations of the contemporary bards, it can be stressed 
that the so-called historical evidence under reference has been interpolated intentionally 
by some anti-Sikh elements or supporters of meat-eating, under a well planned 
conspiracy. In historical works, there are a number of self-contradictory accounts; some 
in support of, and the others against meat-eating. This makes such historical works vague 
and ridiculous. 

Similarly, the anecdote of cooking of flesh of deer during the visit of Guru Nanak 
Dev Ji at Kurukshetra on the occasion of solar eclipse, is also put forth erroneously by 
meat-eaters in their support. 

Only the mystic Satguru knows the real import of his mysterious ways. However 
in order to understand the mystery behind this anecdote, the deciding factor in this case is 
Gurbiini uttered by the Guru on that occasion and which is also found in Sri Guru Granth 
Sahib. The relevant hymn is adduced below: 
<\ || 

ufcrarr HTO ftftw HH >0fSfe? 1 H || 

tfrf yrfH hh yftr fHfow try 3?> hh || 

HTO Wfe orfW HH 1 " HH ftjRPH || 

>rg hh or tfr§- HH oft hh >#efe ht? || 
^ tr»F ^\y^?uw un% w nrfe^r hh || 

HTO ut HH fUH HTO H# \\ 

Hr^dlTd ftifmt UoTH H^tw 3* it »ft ^TH || 

»FfU sT? ?x7 ^t>tf ?TOoT g^f>7 f^H || <\ || 

h: h II 

hh vth otfe scrri" form 1 ?? faw? ?nft fpf || 

5[f^ HH 5?f^ HW oTU^f foTR Hftj ITU HH 1 ^ || 
t^T oT^ oft W || 

hth sfk ttH yo^ftr g^Ht h^h w || 

^ offe WoT £ fetR^fu" fai>>n?> ftpof?> ?)lft H§ || 

(Toot >m fnf fow orrftw ort ?> orfw ft || 
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W Hfe ftT WT oOff feH f%§ fH WW> (VUt || 
H>3 HlH 1 oft Uo!3 f&f?> Hgt HTJ ?> knut || 

fenst yutf w fcvfrr >)w €ir >fcr oTT-Rft || 

>mu ffiti WHU rf>t UH >TH 5f 3^ || 
f31»F?? ftW?? o!f gf (TOt SHU oftPt || 
TO oT HTJ H> H»T>ft UIU oF HTJ t^far || 

tfl»f rte Hfe htto - u£ rftfe wfe»F ^rfcr || 
»f¥g ^trfu ftf -uftT g^fu gjf Itw || 

>THU; ffiti WHU rf>t UH >FH 5f || 
tUT»F?? ftW 1 ?? off gt (TOt UBU oRPt lf# || 
yU^t of§Ht UU rrfUT oJHW || 

fritT orftT ^rtwrfu gu^ §# htj hhw || 

feffst UUtf ffrjrrfu HTTO" U'fdH'd HB3W || 
ff §fe feFffu (SUfoT W$ 3^ fcT oT E 1 ?? (T || 

^ ?>ufoT gufar £tju £u ftj^w || 
»pfu ?5 ft wot *aw$ trar frww || 
wi f fnt ut cvut foray; htj fuc^ || 
#fe>>ru wfo oare oorf §fe»ry aw || 
3»r »Ft uf gu faftr §»r gu^ fyoi'd 1 || 

£3 UH Sfe flt HfcWHt (TO^ oTU f?OT || 3 || 
0?U HWoT oft HUW H, UcT <Pttf-tfo) 
SlokMohalla 1. 

Man is first conceived in flesh and then abides in (the womb of) flesh. 
When he is invested with life he gets flesh (in the form of tongue, 

gums, palate etc.) in the mouth. His bones, skin rather the entire body are 

nothing but flesh. 
When he is taken out of the womb of flesh, he sucks the teats of 

flesh for his feed. 

He has his mouth of flesh, tongue of flesh and he breaths in the body of 
flesh. 

When he grows up, he is married and brings home (the wife formed of) 
flesh. 

Flesh (in the form of offspring's) is produced from (the parents' body of) 
flesh and all the relations of man are established through flesh .. 

It is only when one meets with the True Guru he imbibes the knowledge of 
Lord's Will and then alone he is put on the right path. 

Nanak says, by one's own efforts one cannot be released through mere 
discussion but is ruined. 

Mohalla 1. 

The fools quarrel over the interpretation of flesh and know not God's gnosis 
v (Divine Wisdom) and insight. 
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They know not what is called non-vege or vege or in the consumption of 

what does Sin consist. 
'Yajnas' and 'havans' (fire worship) are performed and thereby rhinos are 

killed and offered as sacrificial food to please gods who are behoved to be 

addicted to it. 

They who abandon meat and can not withstand its very flavor while sitting 

near it, devour men in the darkness of night. 
They, in fact, practice hypocrisy and make a show of it to people (to deceive 

them) but are devoid of God's gnosis and divine insight. 
'Nanak'-what can be said to the blind person (viz. devoid of inner eye) who 

can neither explain nor understand what is said to him. 
He alone is blind who performs deed s devoid of wisdom and who has no 

insight. 

Those whose formation is from the blood of their parents, (they claim purity 

simply because) they eat not fish and flesh. 
When man and his wife assemble at night there they co-habit with flesh. 
In flesh we are conceived, from flesh we are born and our bodies are formed 

of flesh. 

O Pandit 1 You do not possess divine wisdom and. insight and yet you claim 

to be a shrewd person. 
O learned man! (What a paradox 1) You consider flesh of home good and 

outside flesh bad. 

All creatures have sprung from flesh and the soul has taken its abode in flesh 
(of the womb). 

Those whose, Guru is devoid of inner eye, eat what is unworthy of eating 

and abandon or reject what is worth eating. 
In flesh we are conceived, from flesh we are born and our bodies are formed 

of flesh. 

O Brahmin! You do not possess divine wisdom and insight and yet you 

claim to be a shrewd person. 
Flesh has a mention in the Puranas as also in Semitic Texts and flesh has its 

existence in all the four ages. 
In Yajnas and marriage functions, flesh appears in various forms (viz. flesh 

formed men and women as also flesh of rhinos as sacrificial food for gods) 

which adorns the functions. 
Women, men, kings and emperors all spring from flesh. 
If they are seen going to hell (simply for their being formed of flesh) what is 

fun in accepting charities offered by them? 
Just see this injustice what the Alms-giver goes to hell and the receiver goes 

to heaven. 
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O Pandit !You do not have the true wisdom yourself but you impart 

instructions to others and you claim to be wise. 
O Brahmin! You know not whence flesh has sprung. 
From water are produced corn, sugercane and cotton and from water has 

also sprung all the three worlds. 
Water says, 'I am good in many ways' but divergent are the various facets 

of water. 

Nanak says this philosophy: "Abandoning all the relishes (produced by 
water) one becomes a real ascetic." 
After minute study of the above slokas, it becomes apparent that these slokas 
do not give any indication in support of meat-eating anywhere. The essence of the 
doctrinal points emerging from these is as under: 

i) It is futile and useless to express one's disgust just by hearing the very name 
of flesh as blasphemous. The human body itself is nothing but flesh. It is 
born from flesh and its all organs are made of flesh. 

ii) Right from the time of conception in the womb of the mother up to the full 
development of the body and finally up to its final extinction, human beings 
encounter flesh in many forms-in its internal as well as external activities, 
e.g., Womb of the mother (wherein one abodes for nine months), the 
umbilical cord (which conduits nourishment from the mother's abdomen), 
the breast (for sucking the milk), mouth, tongue etc. When one grows up one 
is married to flesh (Le. wife comprising of flesh), from whom is again born 
flesh in form of sons and daughters. 

iii) The type of flesh referred to above is flesh no doubt, but this type of flesh 
comes into use as an instrument for ensuring the biological and 
physiological functioning of the body. This does not involve any tyranny, 
violence or sinful action of any type. Everybody knows that womb of the 
mother, umbilical cord, teats, mouth, tongue, wife, daughters and sons which 
all are connected with human way of life at different stages, are all made of 
flesh; but the point of consideration is, does anyone ever eat such sort of 
flesh? The real purpose of the slokas quoted here is to rid the Vaishnav 
Pandit's mind of the hatred towards the literal name of flesh. At the same 
time the truth has 
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been brought out that one cannot get rid of the flesh (i.e. the cycle of births 
and deaths) through one's own efforts and contrivances. It is only through 
the True Guru's grace that one can truly understand the Divine Will and then 
get rid of the flesh (Le. cycle of births and deaths), 
iv) It is foolish to start bitter controversy over flesh, without grasping the true 
knowledge and insight. Without the true knowledge to be obtained from the 
True Guru, one cannot understand what is flesh and. what is vegetable and 
consumption of what involves sin. In the true sense, neither the flesh nor the 
vegetable is condemnable. Actually condemnable is the tyranny, violence 
and evil means adopted in the act of obtainingthe meat which are outcome of 
one's lustful palate andis, thus, a sinful act. Even the vegetarian food 
obtained through foul means of bribery, extortion and exploitation, is 
deplorable : 

(Nanak) Grabbing the rightful share of others is swine for him (the 
Muslim) and cow for him (the Hindu). 
"SU iraira offo ira" q?> feoff || 

~rs ufzr || o&fo fft, ifcr 

Practicing foul means the man captures another's wealth 
which he squanders on .his wife and sons. 

yfrr yftr f& ^rs \\ 

(Tfe yrot || (WWW ifer lo?o) 

You are snatching goods belonging to others but the 
omnipresent God is constantly watching all your activities. 

At Malik Bhago's feast, Guru Nanak Dev Ji refused to 
partake dainty dishes because these were prepared through wealth snatched from 
the poor people by force. When one -kills the living beings for obtaining meat, the 
blood virtually flows out and the use of tyranny and oppression is obvious. 
Certainly such an action is brutal 
and is thus sinful according to Gurbiini : 
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ditt^ ufw omrftr || 
wiHtfipytwoffeffftr || 3t || (fjytft) 

Countless people are the cut-throats who commit murders. Numberless are the 
sinners, who go on committing this particular sin. 
v) Simply by avoiding flesh as food no one can become holy. One can become 
a religious person only by leading a pious life and not simply by practising 
the rituals or by renouncing certain foods. The definition of religious life is 
very extensive and deep. However, basically it can be defined as having full 
faith in the Creator and heading towards complete unison with Him through 
Ndrn-Simran. 

FOTlRKHfe^iraK || 

Of all the Divine Virtues the top most is Niirn-Simran and Ndm-Simran is the 

only purifying religious deed. 
Other virtuous deeds e.g. truthful livings, contentment, mercy, non- 
attachment, renunciation, goodwill towards others etc., are very essential and 
noble qualities of man. However, their grace is enhanced only in conjunction 
with Niirn-Simran just as a marriage party looks glorious only in the 
company of the bridegroom. In fact, all these virtues emanate only from 
Niim-Simran and without Ndrn- Simran, they lose their significance 
because in that case, they tend to create ego. 

It is important to cultivate one or more of the abovementioned virtues. 
However, one can become a fully religious person only if he also adheres to 
the Niim- Simran, the most important basis of all the virtues. Without Ndm- 
Simran, all other qualities are reduced to false ostentation. If a zero is 
placed after any numeral, its value is increased. But all alone it is a mere 
zero. 

ufo fa?> few fmB || 

FTU HFTH of^K or>nt feftl §t yft || <\ || ^TFf || 
HU 3U HFTH Hfa ^TJH 1 fe?> 5T »Pf ?> Urfw || 

wit »fff fr fir orfV ?> »rfe»F || h || 
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Without ruminating upon God (i.e, Ndrn-Simran), all other performances are in vain. 
Mere lip recitation, penance, self-austerity and other rituals are all snatched (as tax by 

the jamraj) at the outset. (Pause). 
He who observes fasting, daily rites of austere obstinence cannot get even a penny in 

return. 

In the domain following death, the currency is different. 
These rituals are of no avail there (in the True Court). 

The source of holiness or piety is nothing else but NAM. Without Ndm- 
Simran, one remains impure even if one performs all other so-called 
virtuous deeds specified above. Then, if a human being who is basically 
formed of blood and semen, contends that he is pious simply because of his 
avoidance of flesh and fish as food, that claim is absolutely false and 
farcical. 

vi) An interesting paradox! On one hand they (Vaishnav Brahmins) make a 
show of being strict vegetarians and on the other hand, they kill the rhinos 
and perform the yajnas in order to please the various gods, known to be 
addicted to flesh. On one hand they claim restraint from use of flesh of 
animals but in their actual dealings they do not hesitate to devour the 
humans in a different way. With all this, are their actions anything less than 
a sheer fraud? 

vii) Men, women, kings etc., all have basically sprung from flesh and are formed 
of flesh. If flesh is condemnable, then all flesh-formed people would be 
destined to hell. Then how can all those who claim to be vegetarians but 
depend for their livelihood on alms given by such meat-eating people, can 
hope to go to heaven? Here Guruji is depicting inconsistencies in practice of 
Vaishnav Brahmins and making a mockery of these. 

viii) All provisions available in this world are produced from water which is 
considered as the basis for all the products. Water has vital force for 
everyone and everything and hence it is a laudable element. As also are all 
other things produced from water. However, if one uses these products 
recklessly under the fit of one's relish, then the consumption of these very 
good products causes harm and 
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the body writhe in pain and the mind is also profaned. Hence, only that 
person can attain the position of a Saint who, through Ndm-Simran, can 
rise above the sensual pleasures. 

Thus from the above, it becomes evident that this hymn really aims at 
removing misgivings in the minds of Vaishnav Pandits regarding their so-called 
defilement with the mere touch of flesh. And it also exposes the hollowness of the 
self-contradictory and false beliefs and in consistencies in their religious practices. 
The claim of the meat-eaters that the use of this hymn in providing justification for 
eating meat is, thus, totally ill-conceived. 

There are some anecdotes mentioned in history regarding hunting 
expeditions of the Guru Sahibs. Meat-eaters bank upon these historical narratives 
in their support. However, if we look into these incidents in some depth then it 
becomes evident that hunting by the Satguru Ji was practiced not for obtaining 
flesh for food but for some other higher purposes : 

i) To practice the arms for self-defense against any eventuality. 

ii) To rid people of carnivorous animals like tigers, bears etc. 

iii) To cause salvation of the souls of persons who took birth in the form of 
various types of animals as a result of their previous sins. 

In all the stories concerning hunting of animals by the Gurus, one or the 
other of the above-mentioned purposes is brought out and hinted in historical 
narratives. It is very appropriate to mention here that Guru Har Rai Sahib also used 
to go on hunting expeditions. It is a historical fact that he had given clear 
instructions to the hunting party, not to kill any animal. His main purpose was to 
catch ailing and wounded animals, treat them with care, and release them in the 
forest after they recovered. Such hunting was not under the influence of avarice 
etc., but was prompted by the instinct of benevolence. 
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RE: ARGUMENT N0.4 

The meat-eating brothers generally resort to the argument to re-enforce their 
case that, like animals, all food grains, vegetables etc., also contain living 
organisms. Thus, both vegetarian and non- vegetarian foods are at par. 

If we consider the above contention in some depth and with an unbiased 
intention, the difference between the above two kinds of foods becomes clear. 

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ACTIVE LIFE AND ENERGY 
FOR LIFE 

The whole creation can be broadly classified into two major divisions: 
Creatures bestowed with active life and those which are inanimate. Creatures with 
active life are humans, animals, birds etc., who possess the sense of feeling, 
thinking power and sentiments. The other creation consisting of commodities of 
various types fall in the category of inanimate beings. The difference is self- 
evident. 

If we give a bit more careful and analytical thought to it, we find that the 
whole creation has sprung from four sources: 

(a) Through eggs 

(b) Through placenta 

(c) Out of filth, and 

(d) From the earth 

The creation covered under the first three categories possesses active life 
whereas that produced from the last category contains only energy for life instead 
of active life. And there is a world of difference between active life and mere 
energy for life. 

The place where food grains are grounded is always called a grinding mill, 
whereas the place where animals are killed for obtaining meat, is called a 
slaughter-house. Why? Simply because the grains contain only energy for life 
whereas animals have active life. This difference in characteristic forms the basis 
of nomenclature of these two places. 
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ATTACHMENT AND RENUNCIATION 

Before the birth of a child, milk is automatically produced and is stocked in 
the breasts of the mother as a natural process. This milk is created by the Creator, 
as a natural source of nourishment for the child. No doubt the milk does contain 
microbes and germs. Does the child become a born criminal by sucking mother's 
milk containing the microbes? Absolutely not! By having this natural food, none 
can become a criminal. How can the human life be sustained without food? 
Gurbdni dearly states; 

irfUtf # f 1 forra FH-RF || 

Firstly thou provided sustenance; 

Afterwards thou created the beings. 
The creator has provided food for one and all. Eating is for the sake of life. 
As the child grows in age, the milk in the mother's breasts starts receding. Nature 
provides teeth to the child to enable him to eat. What to eat? Natural food created 
by the Lord for this purpose; 

nrfe § ufe wfe || 

Hlfotf (TK W> t Hrfe || *\ || ^TPf || (WS c&fo fff, ifo t:P3) 

From the Primal Lord wells up corn etc., 

Then alone, can the Name be repeated, if the mortals consume the energy-giving 
grains. 

Sikhism is neither a path of total renunciation, nor that of total attachment. It 
is a way of moderation (Seb;). However, attachment also has to be within 
reasonable limits. Being so engrossed in attachments, to the extent of forgetting 
one's goal of life, leads to perversion. To abstain from food as an act of 
renunciation is anti-Gurmat : 

W) Wfo H 7^ U^ftl || 

^mT) 3^?> Hftl WTTft WZ?U || P || 

g^ftr w> of^ftr to || 

7? Hd'dlfcS 7? ^ || 3 || (dfe a&fr fft, ifo 

The man who abstains from grains loses his honour in the tripple-domained world. (2) 
Those who abandon grains (natural food) really practice hypocrisy, they neither fall in the 
category of a 'bride' nor that of a 'widow'. (3) 
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To nourish the body to enable it to do Niim-Simran; is ordained by Guru 

Sahib: 

Uffe ^Hfa tJdi'dfyti W FTU || 

H Uf fHH^T feH ^Zft off Urfe || 3 || 

(WW fUd'dM', Ml if, ifo WIS) 

With the tongue should be repeated Lord's Name. 

So that the lotus-feet of the Lord may be imprinted on the mind. 

'Nanak' the human body should be so nurtured that contemplation of Ndm may be 

possible. 

On the pretext of nourishment of the body and providing strength and energy 
to it, people kill animals for purpose of food. This reflects their engrossment with 
attachment. To abandon grain or corn-food is total renunciation and to eat animal 
flesh for food is extreme attachment. Both are against the teachings of Gurmat to 
their extreme. The pure Gurmat way of life is to adopt 'SEH]' (the middle way) i.e. 
renunciation within the attachment to life. 
Pure Way of Life 

Lust, anger, greed, infatuation and conceit are five most powerful 
psychological instincts in mind and are certainly essential for the progress of the 
individual as well as the society. As long as these remain within limits, these help 
in overall progress and are considered as invaluable assets for the mankind. 
Gurbdni brings out this point clearly as below: 

om%?fe oj37T *sm fcj ms\ wz\ || 

frff fcj fef 3H Htf U^cT fo^B" ?> >ifc»F WE || 3 || 

(wish: % vtvjui) 

Make both lust and wrath your hand-bars and thereby loosen your field (of mind) 
O'Brother. 

The more you hoe, the more the peace and prosperity you get because the 
responsibility ordained by the Creator (towards prosperity of self and the society) 
cannot be averted. 

But, when use of above natural instincts crosses reasonable limits and 
becomes uncontrollable, these become perverse and sinful. And this ultimately 
leads to the decline of human glory and power. 
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oTK orfw off TO || 

ftT§ SB?) HUW || (UWcmtH: % §WoTV, tf33) 

As borax melts gold, so lust and anger waste the body away. 

It is a very subtle point, by understanding which one achieves spiritual peace 
in life. Otherwise life becomes sinful, diseased and afflicted with grief. 

Medically speaking the disease in body is caused by unreasonable excess or 
decrease of any element in the body, howsoever important and useful that may be. 
For instance, a reasonable proportion of acid ip the stomach is most essential for 
the proper digestion of food and its conversion into blood and semen. But on the 
other hand, excess of the same acid becomes a disease (Acidity). 

Thus the obvious inference that naturally comes out is that it is imperative 
for man to eat proper food provided by nature. As against this, it is sinful to kill 
living beings under the pressure of one's relish or one's impulse to replenish the 
energy lost through licentious way of life. This indicates degradation of lifestyle. 

FOOD AND SOTAK IMPURITY 

Like the fanatically habitual meat-eaters, the Brahmins have also tried to 
confuse the innocent masses with their doctrine of siaak impurity (i.e. impurity 
said to be associated with birth in the house). Guru Nanak Dev Ji has clearly 
exposed this erroneous belief in the 18th sloka of Eisa ki Var as below: 
HfiS H: *\ || 

t( offa H?fr>r H3" t ufe || 
>H§ ftof^t >>fefe offer ^jfe || 
W) ot tfl»F W5 ?> otfe || 

ufiw u^t tftf fr fRS ufew Hf otfe || 

toff dTfe gtftw Ut ^Hfe || 
(W>oT ^ 7) fnt f^W fet tfe || ^ || 

h: ^ || 

H?> oT % fr ftTU^ 1 Sf || 

nrtft ttr^ w few m tr?> fy || 
5T?jt H3oT oTfe u wHedy'dl tpfe || 
(W>oT cJH 1 »TBHt 3$ tTH yfe FFfe || 3 || 
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h: ^ || 

HH? H^TT UoTH t nrt wfz || 

tfw ute 1- ufer t fet^ Trarftr || 

?toot frr^t urayftr ffw fey hh^ (Tftr || 3 || 

Slok M.I. 

If we believe in siitae impurity, then such an impurity occurs everywhere. 
Inside cowdung and wood are found worms, 
No grain of cereals is without life in it, 

Water, the basic element is iife in itself. Whereby life is sustained. 

How can siuak be warded off which (according to Brahmnic belief) is occurring 

even in the kitchen. 
(Nanak) siitale impurity cannot be removed like this. 
It can be removed only through Divine Wisdom. 
M.1. 

The mind's siitale is avarice, the tongue's falsehood. 

The eye's siitak is coveting others' womens' beauty and others' wealth. 

The ear's siitae is listening to slander. 

(Nanak) by such practices the otherwise pious soul goes in bonds to the Valley of 

Death. 
M.l. 

Entire belief in siitak is illusion and results in attachment to duality (i.e. worship 
of other than God). 

Births and deaths are subject to the Lord's command, and through Divine Will, 

everyone takes birth and dies. 
Food and water that the Lord has provided for sustenance of 
His creation is all pure. 

(Nanak) those who have perceived this secret through the 
Guru's will, are not affected by siitale (impurity). 
The first four lines of the above sloka refer to the theory of Siitah impurity 

propounded by the Brahmins. It also explains the doctrinal point that if we accept 

this theory of siitae impurity, all living beings must be considered as sinners and 

impure because they eat grains and cereals as their food. 

The fifth line poses a question as to how can one be saved from this 

impurity. The next lines provide answer to this question that we can escape this 

impurity (sutak) only through Divine Knowledge and wisdom derived from the 

Guru. 



61 



The second sloka explains the real impurities vitiating the human beings. It 
has been brought out that the mind is impure because of greed and avarice. The 
tongue is impure because of falsehood. The eye's impurity lies in coveting others' 
women's beauty and that of the ears in listening to slanderous talks about others. 

Man, engrossed with such impurities, falls in the deathnoose of the Yamah- 
the angels of death. 

In the end, Guru Sahib explains the essence of the whole discussion that the 
theory of siUak-impurity of the house caused by the birth of a child-is all a fallacy 
and leads to the path of duality. The cycle of birth and death is controlled by His 
Will, and the food made out of grains and cereals is completely pure and 
appropriate. Food has been provided by the Merciful Sustainer, the Lord God, for 
the sustenance of humanity, and its consumption is not at all sinful. To assume 
that this sanction of Gurbani in respect of natural food-stuffs implies permission 
for eating animal flesh, is absolutely contrary to the quintessence of the Gurbiini: 

The devotees of God have always beseeched Him for virtuous food for their 
sustenance and it has been mentioned in the Gurbiini . 
^\fs ?> ofln || era - hw >w?>t tsIh || 

Uf l-FcHf H3?> || H ft^ft fofHt oT £cV || *\ || 

7-RT ofHt ^Jft 3H FfiJf || wfU ft 3 M || ^F§ || 

tjfe ftz fev || ir§ uft§ Hfar W? || 

W^H^^f W$ || H off Eft§ ^[3 frf^W || P || 
W T-FUf Ufu^t || [Hdd'cV \\ 
§U3" of§ l-Pdlf tffCT || sfdlfd oft flft Hta 1 || 3 || 
H fttft ofer || 3# 33Tfe oft flft H^F || 3 || 

offtr orafa m wf?m \\ m wf&w ufe wffrw || a || <w || 

With starvation no devotion is possible, 
Here take back this rosary of Thine, 0' Lord, 
I seek only the dust of the feet of the holy, 
And I owe nothing to anyone. (1) 

o Lord! How sublime and devoid of formality is my relation with 
You, That if You do not grant me my necessities of life Yourself 
Then I do not hesitate to beg for the same from Thee, (pause) 
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Two seers of flour I ask for 
A quarter seer of ghee with a pinch of salt. 
Half a seer of beans I seek 
On this provision feed me twice daily. (2) 
A four-legged cot I seek 
With pillow and mattress. 

I ask for a quilt as a covering to safeguard from cold So that Thy slave 
may perform Thy devotional service with love. (3) 
Nothing have I sought out of greed 
Thy name only befits me. 
Says Kabir when one's mind has acquired faith, 
One surely witnesses his presence. (4)(1 1). 
Note: The translation of the opening couplet is controversial. 
^ || 

H tfl? 3H^t 33Tfe o($3 ftt ot oFH H^'dd 1 || *\ || ^F§ || 
W?8 Hta 1 H^Tf Uflf || UW wft oft tflf || 
W^g^?^ || WW H3Tf Ht ofr || ^ || 
3T§ #H H3T§ W^ft || feoT S'tlfc 3^t || 
ura - eft dfldfrt ^3ft || IW $t )M || P || 8 || 

Lord Thy devotional worship is such that 

Those who are Thy devotees, Thou fulfil their objectives, (pause) 
I beg for lentils, flour and some ghee 

Whereby my heart may be in a state of ecstasy with Thy worship. 

I also seek footwear and good clothing 

And grain grown over well-ploughed land. 0) 

A milch cow and buffalo I ask for, 

As also a good Arabian mare, 

Thy slave Dhanna begs also for a faithful and devout wife. 
The above quotations from the Gurbdni leave absolutely no doubt that one does 
not commit any sinful act by eating this type of food consisting of grains, cereals etc. 
Rather, eating of such foods is imperative for the sustenance of life and 
worship of the Lord. 

There is a big difference between the diet of foodgrains and that of animal flesh. 
To place them at par with each other is nothing short of injustice. The following two 
examples would elucidate it further. 
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(A) Hair- Their upkeep vs. sacrilege 

Kesbds (Le. Hair) are of paramount importance in Sikhism. These are 
considered as an insignia of Guru Sahib. For this reason it is mandatory for the 
Sikhs to pay due respect to hair, nourish and keep them in a befitting way. For this 
very purpose, the Sikhs are ordained to comb the hair twice daily i.e. morning and 
evening: 

57UF ^o(3 o^lMf^o^ || 
tt?) oft ?T ^tr lff£ TO rft || 

One who combs the hair two times, and rolls turban accurately setting its folds; 

and cleanse the teeth daily with a twig, never faces any plight. 
Now while combing the hair, it is natural that some dead or broken hair 
either fall off or come alongwith the comb. In another case, some people under the 
influence of the prevalent fashion, remove their hair with scissors, blade or razor. 
In both these cases, the loss of hair is there. However, combing of the hair is a part 
and parcel of the Khalsa, Rahit (Code of Conduct) for careful upkeep and 
maintenance of hair and hence it is a praise-worthy act. As against this, the 
removal of hair by using scissors, razors etc., is a cardinal sin and is strictly 
banned. The former is part of the Do ~whereas the latter one is listed among 
the Big don '^although the hair gets removed in both the cases. 

(B) Attachment to one's wedded wife vs. fornication 

Sikhs attach primary importance to family life. Our Gurus were all family 
men. In the history of Guru Hargobind Sahib, he is said to have declared that 'Wife 
is a symbol of faith'. However Gurmat stresses the Gursikh family man to have an 
exemplary character : 

SoT H^t Ufe m cV^t eft §3 ?W || tf || 

(WSf dlde'H fjf, WW?) 

One who limits his marriage relations to one's own wife and considers other 
women as daughters and sisters, is considered a celibate person. 
To have illicit marital relations is considered one of the 
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cardinal sins in Sikhism and is, therefore, mandatorily 
prohibited: 

fer <rot ot m\ $u 3H fa? gfcrg || 

W ?^ oft ffo H*t£ f || U*\ || (U'dH'dho) 

One may go on enhancing his love for his wife, 

However, one should not copulate with others' wives even in one's dream. 
(Padsbabi 10) 

wfenf^feffftrM^wMr II 

-s I I 

Those who go out with others' women folk to flirt, 

Are sorted out as patits (the degraded ones) in the True Court. 

fen urfo wfw # £fe ?* w% || a || 

I am all sacrifice to him who does not go near another's wife (with polluted mind). 

ira^ot^rrt || }-ra" fsFErt ct ws 'Htp^ || 

Wt?)t f5H3t if 33 U^t || dddcVH 1 3Jf oT ftw HSt || 

(dfdddw wrf &r fmr fft) 

One must consider another's daughter as one's own daughter and another's wife as 
one's mother. One who loves only one's own wife, is considered a Gursikh 
committed to the Sikh Code of Conduct. 

If a morally depraved person who does not hesitate to go 

in for illicit marital relations, claims that there is no difference 

between him and a faithful married man because both are 

having sexual relations with the 'woman, then Gurbiini 

immediately hits such a person with full force as below: 

fyH'fd ufo tftf fat iaiftr sub hh 3Tfo wfs || *\ \\ 
% 7^ opfe farftr trfe || 

<?BW 6753 orfw 3H ?5Ut Hfc§ iraHd^fe || «\ || ^Ff || 

(Hf h: u, ifcr 1001) 
One does evil deeds in secrecy but He (the Lord) is ever with him; 
Thus one can deceive only human beings. 
Forgetting the Lord thou indulgest in evil passions, 
Thou shall be made to embrace hot pillars (1) 
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O Man, why goest thou to another's woman? 

0 filthy rigid-hearted and lustful ass, have you not heard of the Righteous Judge? 

(ww h: u, ifcr 803) 

Flirting with another's woman is just like bite of a poisonous snake. 

It is, thus, clear from the above discussion that leading a family life is in 
perfect accord with the Law of Nature for the continuity of the human race and, 
therefore, it is the sacred activity that is absolutely permissible in the Gurmat Way 
of Life. On the other hand, adultery with other women is a vile action that leads to 
degradation of human social life and, therefore, is strictly against the instructions 
of Gurmat, although in both cases sexual intercourse is involved. 

The distinction found in the removal of hair by combing on one hand and 
that by using razor, scissors on the other handand the distinction observed between 
two types of sex relations-one with exclusively the wedded wife and other with 
another's spouse, 'the same distinction is seen between two types of food viz., the 
food of grains, lentils etc., and that acquired from the flesh of living beings. The 
former is quite a righteous whereas the latter is an abominable vice. These are all 
very strong explanations of the difference between these two types of food but the 
imperviousness of those, fond of meateating, would not accept any reasoning, 
howsoever sound it is. It is, however, self-evident to all rational thinkers. 

So far, an effort has been made to explain the distinction between the food 
obtained from grains and that from animal flesh. It is unfair to equate the two. 
However, in spite of the most pertinent and solid logic in this respect, the real 
satisfaction can only be attained through testimony from the urbdni. In Gurbdni, 
vegetarian food has been commended as absolutely just. As against this, food of 
flesh has been clearly condemned. When two types of food have been mentioned at 
the same place, commending one and condemning the other, then what more 
clarification is needed in the matter? 

In Gurbdni there exists open support of grain food and clear condemnation 
of flesh eating: 
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^ $3 oTO^ 3W of^rf offcj || =ltzt: || 

(moT omfo fjf, ifiv ISPS) 

(Kabir) sublime is a dish of Kedgeree made delicious with salt. 

Who would then like to have his throat cut for food of flesh obtained by hunting 

the animals. 

Thus the Gurmat-stand in this respect is absolutely apparent. If someone 
goes on denying to accept this truth, what else can be done? 

RE: ARGUMENT NO. 5 

"Man becomes brave by eating jbatea meat." 

Bravery is not associated with meat-eating at all. It is an impulse sprouting 
from the spirit of self-sacrifice. The tyrants sacrifice others for their selfish 
motives. The really brave are ever ready for self-sacrifice for the sake of a noble 
cause. We are all well aware of the exemplary holy battles fought by the . Khalsa 
horde against the tyrant Mughal armies. On one hand, the Mughal soldiers were 
known to be habitual eaters of one whole fat-tailed ram each; on the other hand, in 
the army of the Guru, there were Sikh soldiers with comparatively much lesser- 
built bodies and who were surviving on handful of grams or other coarse grains. 
However, they were mentally very strong and brave. These brave, semi-nourished 
Sikhs had been blessed with the power of the Ndm-Amrit by which they not only 
gave a very tough fight to the Mughals but very often defeated them. 

If the meat-eating were the basis of bravery, then the Khalsa armies would 
never withstand the onslaught of the Mughals. However, the secret of real bravery 
lies in the strength of the spirit leading one to self-realisation and then to 
selfsacrifice. 

The powerless and weak person can be intimidated by any: person. Real 
bravery is tested only when One is faced with a stronger one. When those who kill 
the poor partridges, quails, chickens and goats for their food, and thereby claim to 
be brave,their claim is only ludicrous. The reality is just the opposite. By eating the 
weak and helpless small creatures, human spirit becomes weak giving way to 
cowardice. When the butcher 
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catches hold of the fowls or animals for killing, they become scared out of fright 
and try their best to escape. At the time of their death they are overcome by fear 
and helplessness. When a person eats the flesh of the animals who die in this state 
of mind, full! of objection and fear, how can the spirit of bravery develop into his 
mind? There is a well-known sayingnfll 'HH 1 »f?> 3H 1 H?>" which means that the 

state of one's mind depends upon what one eats. By eating the flesh of the timid 
and weak animals, only timidness and chicken-heartedness can develop in a 
person. The real spirit of bravery can be achieved only through the Guru's Word: 
i=F off Ufa % feH HUT Hfa H ofzfte t TW || 

(Ud'ddl H: U, ifargto) 
He alone is called brave in this world, who is imbued with God's Love. 
Gurbdni further highlights the real qualities of the really brave people as 
compared to those of the so-called physically strong, thus leaving no doubt and 
apprehension in one's mind: 

Ht £ftr 7i »rtft»fftr mJoefd H^ftj u^ftr || 

wi »ry ?> us^t eh ufe w^fu \\ 

»ffe ofitr faf »rjot^ »# flit §y u^ftr || 

Ufa fftf »fUoT^ ?> ffe Hi'^fd || 

»RToT^ y£ H fefT^t Ul£ Hfo rWfftr fefo ^T^fa || tf || 

(WW H: 3, ?ocO 

They are not called the brave, who die while in spirit of pride and thus suffer pain. 
Those spiritually blind people know not their own 'Self and are putrefied in the 
love of something else. 

In the spirit of great wrath they fight, but they writhe in pain here and hereafter. 
The Vedas are also proclaiming loud that the Reverend Lord likes not pride. 
Those who die of ego, cannot attain salvation. 
They die and are born again and again. 
The real test of the bravery lies in the spirit to die for the cause of the weak 
and the oppressed: 

h^ 1 h ufdtj'fslm h ute ^ UB - 1| 

(Nf mor omfo tjf, ifiv nou) 

The truly brave is one who dies in the defence of the humble. 
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One who mercilessly kills the weak and the oppressed, i.e. the mute and innocent 
animals, birds etc., simply for the satisfaction of the taste of his tongue, or who 
tries to replenish the bodily energy lost through his licentious way of life, by 
sucking their blood, and then boasts of his bravery, only reveals the bankruptcy of 
his intelligence and nothing else. 

RE: ARGUMENT NO. 6 

"Meat is a nourishing food leading to development of a robust body." 
The subject relating to nutritional value of the nonvegetarian foods falls in 
the sphere of medical science. The medical views in this respect are varied. Some 
doctors are of the opinion that flesh of animals has more of A-class proteins and 
thus their intake helps in bringing strength to the body. As contrary to it, the other 
medical view is that the flesh as food is unnatural for the human body. Its 
consumption by humans leads to the deterioration of their gums, digestive system 
and blood pressure. Hereunder are given a few of similar medical opinions : 

a) "Meat is an unnatural food. Its consumption leads to a number of diseases 
e.g. fistula, tuberculosis etc. At the moment meat-eating is known to be the 
cause of 99% of the diseases in the world." (Dr.joseph Old Field) 

b) "Meat-eating leads to headache, constipation, heart lesion, loss of vitality 
and a number of other disorders." (Dr. WHL Chen) 

c) A Fistula specialist Dr. Well, writes in his book that every year about 255 
million people in the whole world die of Fistula. Their number in England 
and Wales is as much as 30,000. And the major reason behind is their habit 
of meat-eating. 

However, medical opinions keep changing every day. In practice we can see 
that neither all the flesh eaters are hale and. hearty nor all the vegetarians are 
unhealthy. The truth is that flesh eaters may look more fleshy and plump but the 
nonflesh eaters have been observed to possess greater strength of body and mind to 
encounter adversities. 
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To some extent, it is essential to accept and adopt the medical advice for the 
maintenance of the health of the body. However, only this earthen vessel is not the 
body. The real body is a component of five material elements with the Divine Soul 
dwelling in it. And this soul is the top-most important part of the body. Without it, 
the body cannot exist. Whereas it is essential to maintain the health and strength of 
the outward body, it is simultaneously the basic responsibility of man to maintain 
the strength of his soul. Thus only that type of food deserves to be classed as 
nutritional, which strengthens body and mind or soul both. 

The research and knowledge of the medical science is limited to the earthen 
body only. They have no knowledge about the soul. Thus their recommendations 
pertain only to outward material part of the body. To get the flesh food (meat) the 
killing of animated beings is inherent. This barbarous action results in depriving 
the mind of its divine and noble qualities and hence it becomes weak and timid. 
The body with a timid mind is worthless in spite of its robust physical structure. 

It is always worthwhile to get light only from the Gurbani on various 
aspects of the flesh food. The verdict of Gurbdni is : 

UTf iflf TFW 3 1 3% W H^f ?> tpfe || 

Nanak, to grab what belongs to another, is the flesh of swine for one (the Muslim) 

and cow's flesh for the other (the Hindu). 
The preceptor and the prophet shall intercede only for him who eats not the 

carrion. 

To grab and gulp what belongs to another, is a sinful act. The wealth 
obtained through bribery and loot may be worthwhile for the body, but for the 
Gursikhs, the usurping of another's right is strictly forbidden. 

Compared to the bread of the coarse grains prepared by Bhai Lalo, the 
dainty dishes got prepared by Malik Bhago, were no doubt much more delicious 
and nutritional. But the preacher of the True Dharma, Guru Nanak Dev Ji, accepted 
the coarse 
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and simple food of Bhai Lalo's truthful earnings and rejected the sumptuous dishes 
offered by Malik Bhago. The revered Guru placed his doctrine of chastity before 
the people and made them realize that the simple food prepared of Bhai Lalo's 
honest and truthful earnings, was purer in comparison to 'milk' and other 
sumptuous dishes of Malik Bhago prepared of the money forcefully grabbed from 
the helpless and the meek. The rich and tasty foods of Malik Bhago were based on 
the blood of the innocent subjects. What an irony, the Sikhs who claim to be the 
followers of Guru Nanak, have started sucking blood instead of milk. Loot and 
extortion means grabbing by brute force the possessions of the others. If loot or 
extortion is a crime equivalent to sucking blood, how can it be justified to deprive 
the innocent animals of their right to live just for the sake of strengthening one's 
body or and simply to satisfy one's taste of the tongue? After usurping others' 
rights and eating carrion, if one hopes to get intercession from the Preceptor or the 
Guru, it is all self-deception. 

Gursikh's way of life is to do away with tyranny and imbibe the virtue of 
compassion: 

tfHH USrf?) 3^H offo tfl»f HfZT Wfs H^t offo ^oft || 

Realize God, bear compassion in thy heart; 

Subdue ego which is useless. 

fo^fe fWfe offo traH tffe Wfs o?tul || 

A Gursikh earns a truthful living 
And shares his earnings with others. 

unffr tpfe fas tmu ufe || 

'Nanak', who eats what he earns through his earnest labour and shares it with 
others, he alone, knows the true way of life. 
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